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(57) Abstract 

A method and system (1 10) for monitoring both an industrial process and a sensor (104). The method and system include determining 
a minimum number of sensor pairs needed to test the industrial process as well as the sensor (104) for evaluating the state of operation 
of both. After obtaining two signals associated with one physical variable, a difference function is obtained by determining the arithmetic 
difference between the pair of signals over time. A frequency domain transformation is made of the difference function to obtain Fourier 
modes describing a composite function. A residual function is obtained by subtracting the composite function from the difference function 
and the residual function (free of nonwhite noise) is analyzed by a statistical probability ratio test. 
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WO 97/14105 PCT/US96/16092 

An Expert System for Testing Industrial Processes and 
Determining Sensor Status 

The United States Government has rights in this invention pursuant to 
Contract W-31-109-ENG-38 between the U.S. Department of Energy and the University of 
Chicago. 

The present invention is concerned generally with an expert system and method for 
reliably monitoring industrial processes using a set of sensors. More particularly, the 
invention is concerned with an expert system and method for establishing a network of 
industrial sensors for parallel monitoring of industrial devices. The expert system includes a 
network of highly sensitive pattern recognition modules for automated parameter 
surveillance using a sequential probability ratio test. 

Conventional parameter-surveillance schemes are sensitive only to gross changes in 
the mean value of a process, or to large steps or spikes that exceed some threshold limit 
check. These conventional methods suffer from either large numbers of false alarms (if 
thresholds are set too close to normal operating levels) or a large number of missed (or 
delayed) alarms (if the thresholds are set too expansively). Moreover, most conventional 
methods cannot perceive the onset of a process disturbance or sensor deviation which gives 
rise to a signal below the threshold level for an alarm condition. 

In another conventional monitoring method, the Sequential Probability Ratio Test 
("SPRT") has found wide application as a signal validation tool in the nuclear reactor 
industry. Two features of the SPRT technique make it attractive for parameter surveillance 
and fault detection: (1) early annunciation of the onset of a disturbance in noisy process 
variables, and (2) the SPRT technique has user-specifiable false-alarm and missed-alarm 
probabilities. One important drawback of the SPRT technique that has limited its adaptation 
to a broader range of applications is the fact that its mathematical formalism is founded upon 
an assumption that the signals it is monitoring are purely Gaussian, independent (white 
noise) random variables. 
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It is therefore an object of the invention to provide an improved method and system 
for continuous evaluation and/or modification of industrial processes and/or sensors 
monitoring the processes. 

It is also an object of the invention to provide an improved method and system for 
automatically configuring a set of sensors to monitor an industrial process. 

It is another object of the invention to provide a novel method and system for 
statistically processing industrial process signals having virtually any form of noise signal. 

It is a further object of the invention to provide an improved method and system 
employing identical pairs of sensors for obtaining redundant readings of physical processes 
from an industrial process. 

It is still an additional object of the invention to provide a novel method and system 
utilizing a plurality of signal pairs to generate difference functions to be analyzed for alarm 
information. 

It is still a further object of the invention to provide an improved method and system 
including a plurality of single sensors for each industrial device or process for providing a 
real signal characteristic of a process and further providing a predicted sensor signal 
allowing formation of a difference signal between the predicted and real signal for 
subsequent analysis. 

It is also an object of the invention to provide a novel method and system wherein 
difference functions are formed from pairs of sensor signals operating in parallel to monitor 
a plurality of like industrial devices. 

It is yet an additional object of the invention to provide an improved method and 
system utilizing variable and multiple pairs of sensors for determining both sensor 
degradation and industrial process status. 

It is still another object of the invention to provide a novel method and system having 
a plurality of sensors analytically configured by an expert system to establish the minimum 
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array of coupled sensors needed to monitor each sensor as well as the industrial process or 
devices. 

An expert system has been developed that continuously monitors digitized signals 
from a set of sensors which are measuring a variety of physical variables (e.g.. temperature, 
pressure, radiation level, vibration level, etc.). The expert system employs a sensitive 
pattern-recognition technique, the sequential probability ratio test ("SPRT") technique for 
early annunciation of sensor operability degradation. A SPRT module can monitor output 
from two identical sensors and determine if the statistical quality of the noise associated with 
either signal begins to change. In applications involving two or more industrial devices 
operated in parallel and equipped with identical sensors, a SPRT module applied to pairs of 
sensors monitoring the same physical process on the respective devices will provide sensitive 
annunciation of any physical disturbance affecting one of the devices. If each industrial 
device had only one sensor, it would not be possible for the SPRT technique to distinguish 
between equipment degradation and degradation of the sensor itself. In this application the 
primary benefit of the SPRT method would derive from its very early annunciation of the 
onset of the disturbance. Having this valuable information, additional diagnosis can then be 
performed to check the performance and calibration status of the sensor and to identify the 
root-cause of the signal anomaly. 

For cases where each industrial device is equipped with multiple, redundant sensors, 
one can apply SPRT modules to pairs of sensors on each individual device for sensor- 
operability verification. In this case the expert system provides not only early annunciation 
of the onset of a disturbance, but also can distinguish between equipment degradation and 
degradation of its sensors. Moreover, when the expert system determines that the cause of 
the discrepant signals is due to a degraded sensor, it can identify the specific sensor that has 
failed. 

In a simple generic application involving a single industrial device equipped with 
triply-redundant sensors for measurement of two physical variables, the expert system first 
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identifies the minimum unique set of signal pairs that will be needed for the network of 
interacting SPRT modules. Further, the system can operate using two industrial devices 
working in parallel ( e.g.. jet engines, propeller drive motors on a ship, turbomachinery in an 
industrial plant, etc.). Again the expert system identifies the pair-wise sensor combinations 
that it uses subsequently in building the conditional branching hierarchy for the 
SPRT-module configuration. 

Other objects, features, alternative forms and advantages of the present invention will 
be readily apparent from the following description of the preferred embodiments thereof, 
taken in conjunction with the accompanying drawings described below. 

Brief Description of the Drawings 

FIGURE 1 illustrates the specified output of a pump's power output over time; 

FIGURE 2 shows a Fourier composite curve generated using the pump spectral output 
of FIG. 1; 

FIGURE 3 illustrates a residual function characteristic of the difference between 
FIGS. 1 and 2; 

FIGURE 4A shows a periodogram of the spectral data of FIG. 1 and FIG. 4B shows a 
periodogram of the residual function of FIG. 3; 

FIGURE 5A illustrates a noise histogram for the pump power output of FIG. 1 and 
FIG. 5B illustrates a noise histogram for the residual function of FIG. 3; 

FIGURE 6A shows an unmodified delayed neutron detector signal from a first sensor 
and FIG. 6B is for a second neutron sensor; FIG. 6C shows a difference function 
characteristic of the difference between data in FIG. 6A and 6B and FIG. 6D shows the data 
output from a SPRT analysis with alarm conditions indicated by the diamond symbols; 

FIGURE 7A illustrates an unmodified delayed neutron detector signal from a first 
sensor and FIG. 7B is for a second neutron sensor; FIG. 7C shows a difference function for 
the difference between the data of FIG. 7A and 7B and FIG. 7D shows the result of using the 
instant invention to modify the difference function to provide data free of serially correlated 
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noise to the SPRT analysis to generate alarm information and with alarm conditions 
indicated by the diamond signals; 

FIGURE. 8 A and B illustrate a schematic functional flow diagram of the invention 
with FIG. 8A showing a first phase of the method of the invention and FIG. 8B shows the 
application of the method of the invention; 

FIGURE 9 illustrates a plurality of sensors monitoring two physical variables of a 
single industrial device; 

FIGURE 10 illustrates triply-redundant sensors monitoring two physical variables for 
two industrial devices; 

FIGURE 1 1 illustrates an overall system structure employing the sensor array of 

FIG. 10; 

FIGURE 12 illustrates triply-redundant sensors monitoring one physical variable for 
three industrial devices; 

FIGURE 13 illustrates a logic diagram and conditional branching structure for an 
equipment surveillance module; and 

FIGURE 14 illustrates a system of industrial devices and development of SPRT 
modules for monitoring the system. 

Detailed Description of Preferred Embodiments 

In a method of the invention signals from industrial process sensors can be used to 
annunciate, modify or terminate degrading or anomalous processes. The sensor signals are 
manipulated to provide input data to a statistical analysis technique, such as a process 
entitled Sequential Probability Ratio Test ("SPRT"). Details of this process and the 
invention therein are disclosed in S.N. 07/827,776 which is incorporated by reference herein 
in its entirety. A further illustration of the use of SPRT for analysis of data bases is set forth 
in U.S. Pat. No. 5,410,422 and copending application of the assignee SN 08/068,713, also 
incorporated by reference herein in their entirety. The procedures followed in a preferred 
methods are shown generally in FIG. 8 and also in FIG. 12. In performing such a preferred 
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analysis of the sensor signals, a dual transformation method is performed, insofar as it entails 
both a frequency-domain transformation of the original time-series data and a subsequent 
time-domain transformation of the resultant data. The data stream that passes through the 
dual frequency-domain, time-domain transformation is then processed with the SPRT 
procedure, which uses a log-likelihood ratio test. A computer software package, 
Appendix A, is also attached hereto covering the SPRT procedure and its implementation in 
the context of, and modified by, the instant invention. 

In one preferred embodiment, successive data observations are performed on a 
discrete process Y, which represents a comparison of the stochastic components of physical 
processes monitored by a sensor, and most preferably pairs of sensors. In practice, the Y 
function is obtained by simply differencing the digitized signals from two respective sensors. 
Let y k represent a sample from the process Y at time t k During normal operation with an 
undegraded physical system and with sensors that are functioning within specifications the 
y k should be normally distributed with mean of zero. Note that if the two signals being 
compared do not have the same nominal mean values (due, for example, to differences in 
calibration), then the input signals will be pre-normalized to the same nominal mean values 
during initial operation. 

In performing the monitoring of industrial processes, the system's purpose is to 
declare a first system, a second system, etc., degraded if the drift in Y is sufficiently large 
that the sequence of observations appears to be distributed about a mean +M or -M, where M 
is our pre-assigned system-disturbance magnitude. We would like to devise a quantitative 
framework that enables us to decide between two hypotheses, namely: 

Hi : Y is drawn from a Gaussian probability distribution function ("PDF") with mean 
M and variance a 2 . 

H 2 : Y is drawn from a Gaussian PDF with mean 0 and variance a 2 . 
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We will suppose that if H, or H 2 is true, we wish to decide for H, or H 2 with 
probability (1 - p) or (1 - a), respectively, where a and P represent the error 
(misidentification) probabilities. 

From the conventional, well known theory of Wald, the test depends on the likelihood 
ratio l n , where . 

The probability of observed sequence y,, y 2 ..., y n given H, true 

k= : 0) 

The probability of observed sequence y,, y 2 ..., y B given H 2 true 
After "n" observations have been made, the sequential probability ratio is just the 
product of the probability ratios for each step: 

l n = (PR,)o(PR 2 )o...o(PR n ) (2) 

or 

f(y,|H,) 

— & 

1-1 

where f(y|H) is the distribution of the random variable y, 

Wald's theory operates as follows: Continue sampling as long as A<l n <B. Stop 
sampling and decide H x as soon as l^B, and stop sampling and decide H 2 as soon as 1„< A. 
The acceptance thresholds are related to the error (misidentification) probabilities by the 

following expressions: 

A = and B = ^ (4) 
1-a a 

The (user specified) value of a is the probability of accepting H x when H 2 is true (false 
alarm probability), p is the probability of accepting H 2 when H, is true (missed alarm 
probability). 
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If we can assume that the random variable y k is normally distributed, then the 
likelihood that H, is true (i.e.. mean M, variance a 2 ) is given by: 

L(y,.y,...y.lH 1 )=^„exp[. i L, (Z':- 2 i'>M + Z m 1 )] ( s) 

Similarly for H 2 (mean 0, variance c 3 ): 

1 S 1 \^ 2 



L(y„ y,.., y n |H 2 ) = ^— ex P ^ - 2 ^1 ) (6) 

k-l 

The ratio of (5) and (6) gives the likelihood ratio 1„ 

k-l 

Combining (4) and (7), and taking natural logs gives 

^A^i M(M-2y k )<ln^> (8) 
1-a 2a ^ k a 

k-l 

Our sequential sampling and decision strategy can be concisely represented as: 

Ifl n <ln-^-, Accept H 2 (9) 

1-a 

If ln-£- <l n <ln-^ 1 Continue Sampling (10) 
1-a a 

Andifl n >ln^, Accept H, (11) 

a 

Following Wald's sequential analysis, it is conventional that a decision test based on 
the log likelihood ratio has an optimal property; that is, for given probabilities a and P there 
is no other procedure with at least as low error probabilities or expected risk and with shorter 
length average sampling time. 

A primary limitation that has heretofore precluded the applicability of Wald-type 
binary hypothesis tests for sensor and equipment surveillance strategies lies in the primary 
assumption upon which Wald's theory is predicated; re., that the original process Y is strictly 
"white" noise, independently-distributed random data. White noise is thus well known to be 
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a signal which is uncorrclated. Such white noise can, for example, include Gaussian noise. It 
is, however, very rare to find physical process variables associated with operating machinery 
that are not contaminated with serially-correlated, deterministic noise components. Serially 
correlated noise components are conventionally known to be signal data whose successive 
time point values are dependent on one another. Noise components include, for example, 
auto-correlated (also known as serially correlated) noise and Markov dependent noise. 
Auto-correlated noise is a known form of noise wherein pairs of correlation coefficients 
describe the time series correlation of various data signal values along the time series of data. 
That is, the data Ui, U2, ..,U n have correlation coefficients (Ui, U2), (U2, U3), . . (U n . 
1, U n ) and likewise have correlation coefficients (Uj, U3) (U2, U4), etc. If these data are 
auto-correlated, at least some of the coefficients are non-zero. Markov dependent noise, on 
the other hand, is a very special form of correlation between past and future data signals. 
Rather, given the value of Ufc the values of U n , n > k, do not depend on the values of Uj 
where j < k. This implies the correlation pairs (Uj, U n ), given the value Ufc, are all zero. If, 
however, the present value is imprecise, then the correlation coefficients may be nonzero. 
One form of this invention can overcome this limitation to conventional surveillance 
strategies by integrating the Wald sequential-test approach with a new dual transformation 
technique. This symbiotic combination of frequency-domain transformations and time- 
domain transformations produces a tractable solution to a particularly difficult problem that 
has plagued signal-processing specialists for many years. 

In one preferred embodiment of the method shown in detail in FIG. 8, serially- 
correlated data signals from an industrial process can be rendered amenable to the SPRT 
testing methodology described hereinbefore. This is preferably done by performing a 
frequency-domain transformation of the original difference function Y. A particularly 
preferred method of such a frequency transformation is accomplished by generating a 
Fourier series using a set of highest T number of modes. Other procedures for rendering 
the data amenable to SPRT methods includes, for example, auto regressive techniques, 
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which can accomplish substantially similar results described herein for Fourier analysis. In 
the preferred approach of Fourier analysis to determine the "1" highest modes (see FIG. 8 A): 

N 

Y . = f + i cos co m t + b m sin co m t) (12) 

where V 2 is the mean value of the series, a,,, and b m are the Fourier coefficients 
corresponding to the Fourier frequency co m , and N is the total number of observations. 
Using the Fourier coefficients, we next generate a composite function, X,, using the values 
of the largest harmonics identified in the Fourier transformation of Y t . The following 
numerical approximation to the Fourier transform is useful in determining the Fourier 
coefficients a m and b m . Let be the value of X, at the jth time increment. Then assuming 2 
7i periodicity and letting 

co m = 27rm/N, the approximation to the Fourier transform yields: 

for 0 <m <N/2. Furthermore, the power spectral density ("PSD") function for the signal is 
given by l m where 

a 2 +b 2 

m ^ m 

l m=N (14) 

2 

To keep the signal bandwidth as narrow as possible without distorting the PSD, no spectral 
windows or smoothing are used in our implementation of the frequency-domain 
transformation. In analysis of a pumping system of the EBR-II reactor of Argonne National 
Laboratory, the Fourier modes corresponding to the eight highest ^ provide the amplitudes 
and frequencies contained in X,. In our investigations for the particular pumping system data 
taken, the highest eight ^ modes were found to give an accurate reconstruction of X, while 
reducing most of the serial correlation for the physical variables studied. In other industrial 
processes, the analysis could result in more or fewer modes being needed to accurately 
construct the functional behavior of a composite curve. Therefore, the number of modes 
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used is a variable which is iterated to minimize the degree of nonwhite noise for any given 
application. As noted in FIG. 8A a variety of noise tests are applied in order to remove 
serially correlated noise. 

The reconstruction of X, uses the general form of Eqn. (12), where the coefficients 
and frequencies employed are those associated with the eight highest PSD values. This 
yields a Fourier composite curve (see end of flowchart in FIG. 8 A) with essentially the same 
correlation structure and the same mean as Y r Finally, we generate a discrete residual 
function R, by differencing corresponding values of Y, and X t . This residual function, which 
is substantially devoid of serially correlated contamination, is then processed with the SPRT 
technique described hereinbefore. 

In a specific example application of the above referenced methodology, certain 
variables were monitored from the Argonne National Laboratory reactor EBR-II. In 
particular, EBR-II reactor coolant pumps (RCPs) and delayed neutron (DN) monitoring 
systems were tested continuously to demonstrate the power and utility of the invention. All 
data used in this investigation were recorded during full-power, steady state operation at 
EBR-II. The data have been digitized at a 2-per-second sampling rate using 2 U (16,384) 
observations for each signal of interest. 

FIGS. 1-3 illustrate data associated with the preferred spectral filtering approach as 
applied to the EBR-II primary pump power signal, which measures the power (in kW) 
needed to operate the pump. The basic procedure of FIG. 8 was then followed in the 
analysis. FIG. 1 shows 136 minutes of the original signal as it was digitized at the 2-Hz 
sampling rate. FIG. 2 shows a Fourier composite constructed from the eight most prominent 
harmonics identified in the original signal. The residual function, obtained by subtracting 
the Fourier composite curve from the raw data, is shown in FIG. 3. Periodograms of the raw 
signal and the residual function have been computed and are plotted in FIG. 4. Note the 
presence of eight depressions in the periodogram of the residual function in FIG. 4B, 
corresponding to the most prominent periodicities in the original, unfiltered data. 
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Histograms computed from the raw signal and the residual function are plotted in FIG. 5. 
For each histogram shown we have superimposed a Gaussian curve (solid line) computed 
from a purely Gaussian distribution having the same mean and variance. Comparison of 
FIG. 5 A and 5B provide a clear demonstration of the effectiveness of the spectral filtering in 
reducing asymmetry in the histogram. Quantitatively, this decreased asymmetry is reflected 
in a decrease in the skewness (or third moment of the noise) from 0. 15 (raw signal) to 0. 10 
(residual function). 

It should be noted here that selective spectral filtering, which we have designed to 
reduce the consequences of serial correlation in our sequential testing scheme, does not 
require that the degree of nonnormality in the data will also be reduced. For many of the 
signals we have investigated at EBR-II, the reduction in serial correlation is, however, 
accompanied by a reduction in the absolute value of the skewness for the residual function. 

To quantitatively evaluate the improvement in whiteness effected by the spectral 
filtering method, we employ the conventional Fisher Kappa white noise test. For each time 
series we compute the Fisher Kappa statistic from the defining equation 



K = 



-1 

1(L) (15) 



where l(coJ is the PSD function (see Eq. 14) at discrete frequencies co k , and 1(L) signifies the 
largest PSD ordinate identified in the stationary time series. 

The Kappa statistic is the ratio of the largest PSD ordinate for the signal to the 
average ordinate for a PSD computed from a signal contaminated with pure white noise. For 
EBR-II the power signal for the pump used in the present example has a re of 1940 and 68.7 
for the raw signal and the residual function, respectively. Thus, we can say that the spectral 
filtering procedure has reduced the degree of nonwhiteness in the signal by a factor of 28. 
Strictly speaking, the residual function is still not a pure white noise process. The 95% 
critical value for Kappa for a time series with 2 M observations is 12.6. This means that only 
for computed Kappa statistics lower than 12.6 could we accept the null hypothesis that the 
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signal is contaminated by pure white noise. The fact that our residual function is not purely 
white is reasonable on a physical basis because the complex interplay of mechanisms that 
influence the stochastic components of a physical process would not be expected to have a 
purely white correlation structure. The important point, however, is that the reduction in 
nonwhiteness effected by the spectral filtering procedure using only the highest eight 
harmonics in the raw signal has been found to preserve the pre-specified false alarm and 
missed alarm probabilities in the SPRT sequential testing procedure (see below). Table I 
summarizes the computed Fisher Kappa statistics for thirteen EBR-II plant signals that are 
used in the subject surveillance systems. In every case the table shows a substantial 
improvement in signal whiteness. 

The complete SPRT technique integrates the spectral decomposition and filtering 
process steps described hereinbefore with the known SPRT binary hypothesis procedure. 
The process can be illustratively demonstrated by application of the SPRT technique to two 
redundant delayed neutron detectors (designated DND A and DND B) whose signals were 
archived during long-term normal (i.e.. undegraded) operation with a steady DN source in 
EBR-II. For demonstration purposes a SPRT was designed with a false alarm rate, a, of 
0.01. Although this value is higher than we would designate for a production surveillance 
system, it gives a reasonable frequency of false alarms so that asymptotic values of a can be 
obtained with only tens of thousands of discrete observations. According to the theory of the 
SPRT technique, it can be easily proved that for pure white noise (such as Gaussian), 
independently distributed processes, a provides an upper bound to the probability (per 
observation interval) of obtaining a false alarm-le., obtaining a "data disturbance" 
annunciation when, in fact, the signals under surveillance are undegraded. 

FIGS. 6 and 7 illustrate sequences of SPRT results for raw DND signals and for 
spectrally- whitened DND signals, respectively. In FIGS. 6 A and 6B, and 7 A and 7B, 
respectively, are shown the DN signals from detectors DND-A and DND-B. The 
steady-state values of the signals have been normalized to zero. 
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TABLE I 



Fisher Kappa Test Statistic (N= 1 6,384) 


Plant Variable I.D. 


Raw Signal 


Residua) Function 


Pump 1 Power 


1940 


68.7 


Pump 2 Power 


366 


52.2 


Pump 1 Speed 


181 


25.6 


Pump 2 Speed 


299 


30.9 


Pump 1 Radial Vibr (top) 


123 


67.7 


Pump 2 Radial Vibr (top) 


155 


65.4 


Pump 1 Radial Vibr (bottom) 


1520 


290.0 


Pump 2 Radial Vibr (bottom) 


1694 


80.1 


DN Monitor A 


96 


39.4 


DN Monitor B 


81 


44.9 


DN Detector 1 


86 


36.0 


DN Detector 2 


149 


44.1 


DN Detector 3 


13 


8.2 



Normalization to adjust for differences in calibration factor or viewing geometry for 
redundant sensors does not affect the operability of the SPRT. FIGS. 6C and 7C in each 
figure show pointwise differences of signals DND-A and DND-B. It is this difference 
function that is input to the SPRT technique. Output from the SPRT method is shown for a 
250-second segment in FIGS. 6D and 7D. 

Interpretation of the SPRT output in FIGS. 6D and 7D is as follows: When the SPRT 
index reaches a lower threshold, A, one can conclude with a 99% confidence factor that 
there is no degradation in the sensors. For this demonstration A is equal to 4.60, which 
corresponds to false-alarm and missed-alarm probabilities of 0.01. As FIGS. 6D and 7D 



WO 97/14105 FCT/USW/MW2 

15 

illustrate, each time the SPRT output data reaches A, it is reset to zero and the surveillance 
continues. 

If the SPRT index drifts in the positive direction and exceeds a positive threshold, B, 
of +4.60, then it can be concluded with a 99% confidence factor that there is degradation in 
at least one of the sensors. Any triggers of the positive threshold are signified with diamond 
symbols in FIGS. 6D and 7D. In this case, since we can certify that the sensors were 
functioning properly during the time period our signals were being archived, any triggers of 
the positive threshold are false alanns. 

If we extend sufficiently the surveillance experiment illustrated in FIG. 6D, we can 
get an asymptotic estimate of the false alarm probability a. We have performed this exercise 
using 1000-observation windows, tracking the frequency of false alarm trips in each 
window, then repeating the procedure for a total of sixteen independent windows to get an 
estimate of the variance on this procedure for evaluating the false alarm probability. The 
resulting false-alarm frequency for the raw, unfiltered, signals is a = 0.07330 with a 
variance of 0.000075. The very small variance shows that there would be only a negligible 
improvement in our estimate by extending the experiment to longer data streams. This value 
of a is significantly higher than the design value of a = 0.01, and illustrates the danger of 
blindly applying a SPRT test technique to signals that may be contaminated by excessive 
serial correlation. 

The data output shown in FIG. 7D employs the complete SPRT technique shown 
schematically in FIG. 8. When we repeat the foregoing exercise using 16 independent 
1000-observation windows, we obtain an asymptotic cumulative false-alarm frequency of 
0.009 142 with a variance of 0.000036. This is less than (i.e. . more conservative than) the 
design value of a = .01, as desired. 

It will be recalled from the description hereinbefore regarding one preferred 
embodiment, we have used the eight most prominent harmonics in the spectral filtration 
stage of the SPRT technique. By repeating the foregoing empirical procedure for evaluating 
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the asymptotic values of a, we have found that eight modes are sufficient for the input 
variables shown in Table I. Furthermore, by simulating subtle degradation in individual 
signals, we have found that the presence of serial correlation in raw signals gives rise to 
excessive missed-alarm probabilities as well In this case spectral whitening is equally 
effective in ensuring that pre-specified missed-alarm probabilities are not exceeded using the 
SPRT technique. 

In a different form of the invention, it is not necessary to have real sensors paired off 
to form a difference function. Each single sensor can provide a real signal characteristic of 
an ongoing process and a record artificial signal can be generated to allow formation of a 
difference function. Techniques such as an auto regressive moving average (ARMA) 
methodology can be used to provide the appropriate signal, such as a DC level signal, a 
cyclic signal or other predictable signal. Such an ARMA method is a well-known procedure 
for generating artificial signal values, and this method can even be used to learn the 
particular cyclic nature of a process being monitored enabling construction of the artificial 
signal. 

The two signals, one a real sensor signal and the other an artificial signal, can thus be 
used in the same manner as described hereinbefore for two (paired) real sensor signals. The 
difference function Y is then formed, transformations performed and a residual function is 
determined which is free of serially correlated noise. 

Fourier techniques are very effective in achieving a whitened signal for analysis, but 
there are other means to achieve substantially the same results using a different analytical 
methodology. For example, filtration of serial correlation can be accomplished by using the 
ARMA method. This ARMA technique estimates the specific correlation structure existing 
between sensor points of an industrial process and utilizes this correlation estimate to 
effectively filter the data sample being evaluated. 

A technique has therefore been devised which integrates frequency-domain filtering 
with sequential testing methodology to provide a solution to a problem that is endemic to 
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industrial signal surveillance. The subject invention particularly allows sensing slow 
degradation that evolves over a long time period (gradual decalibration bias in a sensor, 
appearance of a new radiation source in the presence of a noisy background signal, wear out 
or buildup of a radial rub in rotating machinery, etc.). The system thus can alert the operator 
of the incipience or onset of the disturbance long before it would be apparent to visual 
inspection of strip chart or CRT signal traces, and well before conventional threshold limit 
checks would be tripped. This permits the operator to terminate, modify or avoid events that 
might otherwise challenge technical specification guidelines or availability goals. Thus, in 
many cases the operator can schedule corrective actions (sensor replacement orrecalibration; 
component adjustment, alignment, or rebalancing; etc.) to be performed during a scheduled 
system outage. 

Another important feature of the technique which distinguishes it from conventional 
methods is the built-in quantitative false-alarm and missed-alarm probabilities. This is quite 
important in the context of high-risk industrial processes and applications. The invention 
makes it possible to apply formal reliability analysis methods to an overall system 
comprising a network of interacting SPRT modules that are simultaneously monitoring a 
variety of plan variables. This amenability to formal reliability analysis methodology will, 
for example, greatly enhance the process of granting approval for nuclear-plant applications 
of the invention, a system that can potentially save a utility millions of dollars per year per 
reactor. 

In another form of the invention, an artificial-intelligence based expert system 100 
(see FIG. 12) has been developed for automatically configuring a set of sensors A, B, C and 
D to perform signal validation and sensor-operability surveillance in industrial applications 
that require high reliability, high sensitivity annunciation of degraded sensors, discrepant 
signals, or the onset of process anomalies. This expert system 100 comprises an 
interconnected network of high sensitivity pattern-recognition modules 102 (see FIGS. 9-11). 
The modules 102 embody the SPRT methodology described hereinbefore for automated 
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parameter surveillance. The SPRT method examines the noise characteristics of signals 
from identical pairs of sensors 104 deployed for redundant readings of continuous physical 
processes from a particular industrial device 106. The comparative analysis of the noise 
characteristics of a pair of signals, as opposed to their mean values, permits an early 
identification of a disturbance prior to significant (grossly observable) changes in the 
operating state of the process. As described in more detail hereinbefore, the SPRT method 
provides a superior surveillance tool because it is sensitive not only to disturbances in signal 
mean, but also to very subtle changes in the skewness, bias, or variance of the stochastic 
noise patterns associated with monitored signals. The use of two or more identical ones of 
the sensors 104 also permits the validation of these sensors 104, re^, determines if the 
indicated disturbance is due to a change in the physical process or to a fault in either of the 
sensors 104. 

For sudden, gross failures of one of the sensors 104 or components of the system 100, 
the SPRT module 102 would annunciate the disturbance as fast as a conventional threshold 
limit check. However, for slow degradation that evolves over a long time period (gradual 
decalibration bias in a sensor, wearout or buildup of a radial rub in rotating machinery, etc.), 
the SPRT module 102 provides the earliest possible annunciation of the onset of anomalous 
patterns in physical process variables. The SPRT-based expert system 100 can alert the 
operator to the incipience of the disturbance long before it would be apparent to visual 
inspection of strip chart or CRT signal traces, and well before conventional threshold limit 
checks would be tripped. This permits the operator to terminate or avoid events that might 
otherwise challenge technical specification guidelines or availability goals, and in many 
cases, to schedule corrective actions (sensor replacement or recalibration; component 
adjustment, alignment, or rebalancing; etc.) to be performed during a scheduled system 
outage. 

The expert system 100 embodies the logic rules that convey to the operator the status 
of the sensors 104 and the industrial devices 106 connected to a SPRT network 108 (see 
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FIG. 12). When one or more of the SPRT modules 102 indicate a disturbance in sensor 
signals ( i.e., the SPRT modules 102 trip) the expert system 100 determines which of the 
sensors 104 and/or the devices 106 are affected. The expert system 100 is designed to work 
with any network of the SPRT modules 102, encompassing any number of the industrial 
devices 106, process variables, and redundant ones of the sensors 104. 

In a most preferred embodiment, the expert system 100 is operated using computer 
software written in the well known "LISP" language (see Appendix B attached hereto). In 
this embodiment, the expert system 100 is divided into two segments which act as pre- and 
post-processors for the SPRT module computer code. The pre-processor section is used to 
set up operation of the SPRT network 108 and forge connections between the sensor data 
stream and the SPRT modules 102. The post-processor section contains the logic rules 
which interpret the output of the SPRT modules 102. 

The logic for the expert system 100 depends upon the grouping of the SPRT 
modules 102. Each of the SPRT modules 102 monitors two identical sensors 104 which 
measure a physical process variable. (See FIGS. 9-1 1.) The two sensors can either be 
redundant sensors 104 on one of the industrial devices 106 or separate sensors 104 on two 
identical ones of the industrial devices 106 that are operated in parallel. A group of the 
modules 102 entails all of the connections between the identical sensors 104 for a given 
physical variable on a group of the industrial devices 106. The number of the modules 102 
in a group depends upon the number of identical devices 106 that are operated in parallel and 
the number of redundant sensors 104 on each device 106 which observe the response of a 
physical variable. For instance, suppose the expert system 100 is to be applied to an 
industrial system which contains three identical coolant pumps (not shown). Furthermore, 
suppose each coolant pump contains two redundant pressure transducers and one 
thermocouple (not shown). This system 100 would be modeled by two groups of the 
modules 102. The first group of the modules 102 would connect the six total pressure 
transducers which measure pump pressure. The second group of the modules 102 would 
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connect the three total thermocouples which measure coolant temperature. For a given 
group of related sensors 104, the data from each of the sensors 104 are fed into the 
modules 102. Since the module 102 performs a comparison test between the two 
sensors 104, the tripping of both of the modules 102 connected to the sensor 104 (in the 
absence of other tripped modules 102 in the same group) is a necessary and sufficient 
condition to conclude that the sensor 104 has failed. Therefore, for a group of related 
sensors 104, the minimum number of modules 102 needed to enable sensor detection is the 
same as the number of the sensors 104 in the group. For the example discussed above, the 
number of the modules 102 in the first group would be six, and the number of the 
modules 102 in the second group would be three. 

In applications involving two or more identical ones of the industrial devices 106 
operated in parallel and equipped with identical sensors 104, the module 102 applied to pairs 
of the sensors 104 monitoring the same physical process on the respective devices 106 will 
provide sensitive annunciation of any physical disturbance affecting one of the devices 106. 
If each of the devices 106 has only one of the sensors 104 though, it would not be possible 
for the expert system 100 to distinguish between device degradation and sensor degradation. 
In this case, the primary benefit of the method would derive from its very early annunciation 
of a disturbance. For cases in which each of the industrial devices 106 is equipped with 
multiple, redundant sensors 104, the modules 102 can be applied to pairs of the sensors 104 
on each of the industrial devices 106 for sensor-operability verification. In this case, the 
expert system 100 not only provides early annunciation of a disturbance, but can also 
distinguish between device degradation and sensor degradation. Moreover, when the expert 
system 100 determines that the cause of the discrepant signals is due to a degraded one of the 
sensors 104, it can identify the specific sensor 104 that has failed. 

FIG. 9 illustrates the first stage of the expert system 100 processing for a simple 
generic application involving a single one of the industrial devices 106 that is equipped with 
triply-redundant sensors 104 for measurement of two physical variables. The expert 
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system 100 first identifies the minimum unique set of signal pairs that will be needed for the 
network of interacting modules 102. FIG. 10 illustrates a generic application involving two 
of the industrial devices 106 that are operated in parallel. For this example, it is also 
assumed that triply-redundant sensors 104 are available for measuring each of two separate 
physical variables. Once again, the expert system 100 identifies the pair-wise sensor 
combinations that it uses in building the conditional branching hierarchy for the module 
configuration. FIG. 11 illustrates a generic application involving three industrial devices 106 
that are operated in parallel. Triply-redundant sensors 104 for measuring one physical 
variable are assumed. The figure shows the pair-wise sensor combinations identified by the 
expert system 100 for building the conditional branching hierarchy. These figures also 
depict the three main branches for the logic rules contained in the expert system 100: a 
grouping of the modules 102 based on a single one of the industrial devices 106, two 
identical devices 106 operated in parallel or multiple (three or more) devices 106 operated in 
parallel. The expert system 100 however is not limited to only one of the three cases at a 
time. The industrial system 100 modeled can contain any number of independent single 
devices 106, doubly-redundant devices 106 and multiply-redundant devices 106. Each 
device group, in turn, may contain any number of redundant sensors 104 and any number of 
physical variables. 

The expert system 100 is implemented using a stand-alone computer program set 
forth in the previously referenced Appendix B. In operation after the program initialization 
information has been gathered, the computer program prompts the user for the name of a 
data file that simulates the real-time behavior of the SPRT network 108 connected to the 
system 100 including the industrial devices 106. The SPRT data file contains space- 
delimited data values that represent the status of a corresponding module 102. The 
module 102 has two states: a 0 (non-tripped) state indicates that the signals from the 
sensors 104 monitored by the module 102 have not diverged from each other, while 
a 1 (tripped) state indicates that the signals from the sensors 104 monitored by the 
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module 102 have diverged from each other enough to be detected by the SPRT algorithm. 
Each line of data in the file represents the status of a group of related modules 102 at a given 
time. Each line contains a list of 0's and l's that correspond to the state of all the 
modules 102 in the group. The number of groups in the network 108 depends upon the 
number of groups of identical devices 106 and the number of process variables monitored on 
each group of devices 106. If the network 108 contains more than one group of related 
modules 102, the data file will contain a corresponding number of lines to represent the 
status of all the modules 102 in the network 108 at a given time. For instance, if a system of 
the industrial devices 106 is modeled by four SPRT groups, the output file will contain four 
lines of SPRT data for each timestep in the simulation. 

Execution of the program of Appendix B includes two procedures. The first 
procedure (SPRT_Expert) provides the instructions for the control of program execution and 
corresponds to the pre-processor section in an integrated SPRT expert system/SPRT module 
code. When executed, the procedure first prompts the user to specify the number of device 
groups in the application. A device group is a group of identical industrial devices 106 (one 
or more) that are operated in parallel and are equipped with redundant ones of the 
sensors 104. A device group can contain one or more physical variables. The program then 
prompts the user for the following information for each of the device groups: 

(i) The name of the device group. 

(ii) The number of physical variables in the device group. 

(iii) The name of the first physical variable in the device group. 

(iv) The number of redundant sensors 104 on each device 106 that measures the 
first physical variable. 

If the device group contains more than one physical variable, the program will loop through 
steps (iii) and (iv) to obtain input data for the remaining physical variables. The number of 
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SPRT groups in the application is equal to the sum of the number of physical variables for 
each of the device groups. Namely, 

A/ = V A/ 

SPRT Group ~ * Physical Vonabla, 

Once the program has collected the required data to set up the system, it prompts the user for 
the name of the SPRT data file. Execution of the program consists of reading the SPRT 
status values from the data file and evaluating the status of the devices 106 and sensors 104 
in the application, as inferred from the SPRT data. Program execution is controlled by a 
"do" loop. For each pass through the loop, the program reads the data which model the state 
of each of the SPRT modules 102 in the network at a given time. The SPRT data are then 
passed to the Analyze procedure. If any of the SPRT modules 102 in the application has 
tripped (Le,, SPRT value = 1), the Analyze procedure determines which device(s) 106 and/or 
sensor(s) 104) are affected and reports their status. Looping continues until the end of the 
data file is reached, upon which the program terminates. 

The Analyze procedure contains the logic rules for the expert system 100. It 
corresponds to the post-processor section in an integrated SPRT expert system/SPRT module 
code. It is passed lists of 0's and l's that represent the status of the SPRT modules 102 at any 
given timestep of the SPRT program. The number of lists passed to Analyze equals the 
number of SPRT groups. For each SPRT group, the procedure converts the SPRT data into a 
list of tripped SPRT modules 102. From the list of tripped SPRT modules 102, the status of 
the devices 106, and the sensors 104 modeled by the SPRT group are evaluated. Based on 
the number of devices 106 and the redundant sensors 104 in a SPRT group, the expert 
system 100 can determine which of the device(s) 106 and/or the sensors(s) 104 have failed. 
In some cases (e^, if the number of the tripped modules 102 is one, or if the number of 
redundant sensors 104 in a group is one), the expert system 100 cannot conclude that the 
device 106 or the sensor 104 has failed, but can only signal that device or sensor failure is 
possible. Within Analyze, the logic rules are encapsulated by three procedures: 
SingleDevice, for a SPRT group applied to a single one of the industrial devices 106, 
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DualDevice, for a SPRT group applied to two parallely-operated industrial devices 106; and 
MultipleDevice, for a SPRT group applied to a group of three or more parallely-operated 
industrial devices 106. 

The following nonlimiting example is illustrative of implementation of the expert 
system. 

Example 

The development of a network of the SPRT modules 102 for a general system 1 10 of 
the industrial devices 106 and the action of the corresponding logic rules are revealed by an 
example calculation. The system 1 10 of industrial devices 106 and a data file representing 
the transient behavior of the sensors 104 in the system 1 10 were created. A diagram of the 
system 1 10 is shown in FIG. 14 and contains two groups of the industrial devices 106. A 
first group 1 12 (identified as turbine devices) contains three of the identical devices 106. 
Each turbine is equipped with the sensors 104 to measure the steam temperature and steam 
pressure physical variables. There are two redundant sensors 104 on each turbine reading 
the steam temperature, while one of the sensors 104 measures the steam pressure. A second 
device group 1 14 consists of two coolant pumps. One physical variable, coolant flowrate, is 
gauged on each coolant pump by a group of four redundant sensors 104. The corresponding 
network of SPRT modules 102 for the system 1 10 is shown. Three groups of the SPRT 
modules 102 are required; with six of the modules 102 in a first module group for the steam 
temperature sensors on the turbines, three modules 102 in the second module group for the 
steam pressure sensors 104 on the turbines, and eight of the modules 102 in the third group 
of the modules 102 for the coolant flowrate sensors 104 on the coolant pumps. 

A complete listing of the output from the test run follows hereinafter. Input entered 
by the user is identified by bold type. From the PC-Scheme prompt, the program is executed 
by first loading it into memory, and then calling the main procedure (SPRT_Expert). After 
displaying a title banner, the code asks the user to specify the number of device groups in the 
network. 
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[2] (load "SPRTEXPT.S") 
OK 

[3] (SPRTJExpert) 

SPRT Expert System Simulation Program 
Enter the number of device groups -> 2 

For each device group in the network, the program requests that the user supply the 
name of the devices in the group, the number of identical devices, the number of physical 
variables in the device group, and the names and numbers of redundant sensors for each 
physical variable. The input entered for device group Ml is: 

DEVICE NAME: 

Enter the name of device group number 1 -> TURBINE 
DEVICE NUMBER: 

Enter the number of devices in the TURBINE 
device group -> 3 

PHYSICAL VARIABLE NUMBER: 

Enter the number of physical variables in the TURBINE 

device group -> 2 

PHYSICAL VARIABLE NAME: 
Enter the name of physical variable number 1 
of the TURBINE device group -> STEAM TEMPERATURE 
SENSOR NUMBER: 

Enter the number of redundant sensors for the STEAM TEMPERATURE 

physical variable in the TURBINE device group -> 2 
PHYSICAL VARIABLE NAME: 
Enter the name of physical variable number 2 
of the TURBINE device group -> STEAM PRESSURE 
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SENSOR NUMBER: 

Enter the number of redundant sensors for the STEAM PRESSURE 
physical variable in the TURBINE device group -> 1 
The input entered for device group #2 is: 
DEVICE NAME: 

Enter the name of device group number 2 -> COOLANT PUMP 
DEVICE NUMBER: 

Enter the number of devices in the COOLANT PUMP 
device group -> 2 

PHYSICAL VARIABLE NUMBER: 

Enter the number of physical variables in the COOLANT PUMP 
device group -> 1 

PHYSICAL VARIABLE NAME: 

Enter the name of physical variable number 1 

of the COOLANT PUMP device group -> COOLANT FLOWRATE 
SENSOR NUMBER: 

Enter the number of redundant sensors for the COOLANT FLOWRATE 
physical variable in the COOLANT PUMP device group -> 4 
Once the input data for each device group have been obtained, the program displays a 
summary of the SPRT network, by identifying the SPRT groups in the network. 
The number of SPRT Groups in the simulation is 3. 
SPRT Group #1 

contains 3 TURBINE industrial devices 

with 2 STEAM TEMPERATURE redundant sensors. 

SPRT Group #2 

contains 3 TURBINE industrial devices 

with 1 STEAM PRESSURE redundant sensor. 
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SPRT Group #3 

contains 2 COOLANT PUMP industrial devices 
with 4 COOLANT FLOWRATE redundant sensors. 

The final input item required is the name of the data file containing the status values 
for the SPRT modules in the network. 
Enter filename for SPRT data -> TEST. DAT 

The analysis of the SPRT data is controlled by a do loop. For each pass through the 
loop, the program retrieves a line of data for each SPRT group in the network. Each block of 
data retrieved from the file represents the status of all SPRT modules in the network at a 
moment in time. The program analyzes each block of data to determine whether the SPRT 
status values imply device and/or sensor failures. 

In the test calculation, the first block of data retrieved from the TEST.DAT file is: 
000000 
000 

00 000000 

Analyzing this data, the program reports that: 
Analyzing SPRT data set number 1 
SPRT Group #1: 
No SPRTs have tripped. 
SPRT Group #2: 
No SPRTs have tripped. 
SPRT Group #3: 
No SPRTs have tripped. 
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The second block of data retrieved from the file contains some tripped SPRT 
modules: 
100000 
000 

0 1000000 

Since only one module has tripped in SPRT groups #1 and #3, the program can conclude 
only that some device and/or sensor failures may have occurred. The program identifies 
which modules have tripped and which devices or sensors are affected. 

Analyzing SPRT data set number 2 
SPRT Group #1: 

For the STEAM TEMPERATURE physical variable of the TURBINE devices: 

These 1 of the 6 SPRTs have tripped -> 

Al-Bl 

000 DEVICE NUMBER A OR DEVICE NUMBER B OF THE TURBINE DEVICES, 

SENSOR NUMBER At, OR SENSOR NUMBER Bl MAY BE FAILING 000 
SPRT Group U2: 
No SPRTs have tripped. 
SPRT Group #3: 

For the COOLANT FLOWRATE physical variable of the COOLANT PUMP devices: 
One SPRT has tripped -> A1-B2 

000 ONE OR BOTH OF THE COOLANT PUMP DEVICES, 

SENSOR NUMBER A 1 OR SENSOR NUMBER B2 MAY BE FAILING 000 
In the third block of data, additional modules have tripped. 
100 100 
00 1 

0 1 100000 
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In SPRT group #1, two modules have tripped. Since both of the sensors on device A and 
both of the sensors on device B are affected, the code concludes that one of the two devices 
has failed. It cannot identify which of the devices has failed at this time though. In SPRT 
group #2, one module has tripped. The code concludes that one of the sensors or devices 
may be failing. Since both modules connected to sensor B2 in SPRT group #3 have tripped, 
the code concludes that sensor B3 has failed. 

Analyzing SPRT data set number 3 
SPRT Group #1: 

For the STEAM TEMPERATURE physical variable of the TURBINE devices: 
These 2 of the 6 SPRTs have tripped - 
Al-Bl A2-B2 

000 DEVICE NUMBER A OR DEVICE NUMBER B OF THE TURBINE 

DEVICES HAS FAILED «° 
SPRT Group «: 

For the STEAM PRESSURE physical variable of the TURBINE devices: 

These 1 of the 3 SPRTs have tripped - 

Cl-Al 

* * * DEVICE NUMBER C OR DEVICE NUMBER A OF THE TURBINE DEVICES, 

SENSOR NUMBER CI, OR SENSOR NUMBER Al MAY BE FAILING 000 
SPRT Group #3: 

For the COOLANT FLOWRATE physical variable of the COOLANT PUMP devices: 
These 2 of the 8 SPRTs have tripped - 
A1-B2 A2-B2 

000 SENSOR NUMBER B2 HAS FAILED 000 
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More modules have tripped in the fourth block of data. 
10 1100 
Oil 

0 1100100 

Since three of the four modules connected to the sensors in device A of SPRT group #1 have 
tripped, the code concludes that device A has failed. In SPRT group #2, two of the three 
modules have tripped. But since there is only one sensor per device in this group, the code 
can only conclude that either a device or sensor failure has occurred. In SPRT group #3, 
three modules have tripped. The code concludes that one of the two devices has failed. 

Analyzing SPRT data set number 4 
SPRT Group #1: 

For the STEAM TEMPERATURE physical variable of the TURBINE devices: 
These 3 of the 6 SPRTs have tripped -> 
Al-Bl Cl-Al A2-B2 

000 DEVICE NUMBER A OF THE TURBINE DEVICES HAS FAILED 000 
SPRT Group U2\ 

For the STEAM PRESSURE physical variable of the TURBINE devices: 
These 2 of the 3 SPRTs have tripped -> 
Bl-Cl Cl-Al 

000 DEVICE NUMBER C OF THE TURBINE DEVICES, 

OR SENSOR NUMBER CI HAS FAILED 
SPRT Group #3: 

For the COOLANT FLOWRATE physical variable of the COOLANT PUMP devices: 
These 3 of the 8 SPRTs have tripped -> 
A1-B2 A2-B2 A3-B4 

0 0 0 ONE OR BOTH OF THE COOLANT PUMP DEVICES HAVE FAILED 0 * 0 
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Notice that two of the tripped modules in SPRT group #3 implicate a failure of sensor B2, 
the conclusion reached by the analysis of the third block of data. But since an additional 
module has tripped, the code changes its conclusion from a sensor failure to a failure of one 
or both of the devices. Although the third module trip may be a spurious trip (i.e., the SPRT 
modules have a finite false alarm probability) which would mean that the earlier conclusion 
still holds, the code conservatively concludes that none of the trips are spurious and decides 
that a device failure has occurred. The code assumes that no module trip is spurious, which 
causes the code to consistently pick the most conservative conclusion when more than one 
conclusion can be deduced from the data. 

The fifth and last set of data in the file contains additional module trips. 
111100 
1 1 1 

0 I 1 00 1 1 0 

The additional trips in SPRT group #1 cause the code to conclude that more than one device 
in the group is affected. In SPRT group #2, all three modules in the group have tripped. 
Whenever all SPRT modules in a group trip, the code concludes that all devices in the group 
have failed; In SPRT group #3 the additional module trip does not change the conclusion, 
since the worst-case conclusion (i.e.. one or both of the devices in the group have failed) for 
the group has already been reached. 

Analyzing SPRT data set number 5 
SPRT Group #1: 

For the STEAM TEMPERATURE physical variable of the TURBINE devices: 
These 4 of the 6 SPRTs have tripped -> 
Al-Bl Bl-Cl Cl-Al A2-B2 

0 • * DEVICE NUMBER B OF THE TURBINE DEVICES HAS FAILED 0 0 0 
000 SENSOR NUMBER CI HAS FAILED 000 

000 DEVICE NUMBER A OF THE TURBINE DEVICES HAS FAILED 060 



WO 97/14105 PCT/US96/16092 

32 

SPRT Group #2: 

For the STEAM PRESSURE physical variable of the TURBINE devices: 
All 3 SPRTs have tripped 

*** ALL 3 OF THE TURBINE DEVICES HAVE FAILED 000 
SPRT Group #3: 

For the COOLANT FLOWRATE physical variable of the COOLANT PUMP devices: 
These 4 of the 8 SPRTs have tripped -> 
A1-B2 A2-B2 A3-B4 A4-B4 

0 0 * ONE OR BOTH OF THE COOLANT PUMP DEVICES HAVE FAILED * 0 0 
Notice that the SPRT group #1, the code concludes that devices A and B have failed, but for 
device C it concludes that only one of its sensors has failed. For device groups containing 
multiple devices ( i.e. , three or more identical devices), the code applies its logic rules to each 
of the devices independently. Since for devices A and B both of their sensors are involved, 
the code concludes that the devices have failed. For device C only the first sensor is 
involved, thus the code concludes that only the first sensor on the device has failed. The 
code reaches the end of the file after analyzing the fifth block of data, causing the code to 
terminate. For SPRT group #3, a failure of one or both of the devices is indicated, although 
the pattern of tripped modules can also be interpreted as a simultaneous failure of sensors B2 
and B4. The code indicates a device failure because concurrent failures of two or more 
sensors in a group is deemed to be highly improbable. 

While preferred embodiments of the invention have been shown and described, it will 
be clear to those skilled in the art that various changes and modifications can be made 
without departing from the invention in its broader aspects as set forth in the claims provided 
hereinafter. 
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ainciudc <spcio.h> 

. M ' SOFTWARE APPENDIX fi~ 

main i ] ■ 

( 



ir.t f close () , f-—r.tf 0 ; 
s 



- A^ic double :-:es r. ° 4.6; 



ccublo siql.«iq2.aig3.aiq4.ste5,atg;; 
doublo <ii£li.cU£12.ai--2.di^ 

double spr^I.sprz2,s ? r^3,s?r^,s?rzS,S7:--5' apr.7, ei^is..-. 
double pl,p2,p2.?4. pi,po,?7.?0; 
in- totaJja ° 0; 
ist aujn ° 0 ; 
in" alra ° 0; 

double wi;v2,v3 f v*,v5,vfi; 

double sal,ia2.m2.m4.m£.:n6; 

double s£ri, ql , c2 , ci , g4 , q5 , cfi , q7 ; 

Icr.g seed! ° -2; 

lone aead2 ° 23; 

lrr.q scsd2 - 27; 

ler.g seed* » 31; 

ionq se<sd5 - £3; 

lonq soedfi - 12; 

ext err. void r. c ~-i i~ t J ; 

e:;zerr. void spzt ( ) ; 

Gat the parameters needed ir. the prca:^ w/ 
print £ ("\nlnnut the sensor failure ma.cni.tcda sr.'.."); 

^fl-t5l«S a i^ v„ianc« a oi S iqn*ia !*..« .op.r«ed by ««..•): 
^nT^l* %*- Mi ^i,\li,Ui'\<Wi.&v2,W3,Sv4.6v£,fivfi); 
orinci C-\rliMu; cho mean of siqr.als 1..6 separated^ comn**.-); 
sean£ t"^l-. Mi. Mi\ M£, Mi* M£'\ ial, 6«2* &n4 ' £rtC ' 6mo) ; 

faiar^ - freer, films . dzt" , "«") ; 

r *(»\nP— -«-.q initiii stuff ir. file.") ; 

i«wi(i*i«a."\r.fa=—«i reliability - csniiquntien VM : 

fprir.t£ (iiiaw, M \n """" c 17 77" ,17, 

rrrinti (£alarm. "VnSonrcr raiiura naqnituda Sc.. - M. - 
'-r^nc'tfa^ra. "\n5iqr.al XI: mean cu-U.' variance v-U£ M , ml, vl ] ; 
i»Lntr *aIm>\nSiqn*i A2 : mean mu«Mi v«Unce v-%I£« , m2 . v2 ) ; 
-limine- "\nSignai 51: mean mu-Mi variance v-Mi" , mi , vj ) ; 

xll.^-x r^jj^ «\n£iqnai S2 : aean mu°Uf variance v«M£ w ,:a4 , v4 } ; 
i~Intf l£*Xa».-\nSiqnai CI: mean mu-M£ variance vo*i£-,af . vrl ; 
£prinz£(£aiar=i.-\n£iqnai C2: moan mu-*l£ variance ^UiMnc . vo> ; 
fprintf (f&i&rs, w \n \n \n \n°l; 

Sr: c 5!;)S"TS%r-'i:i;^': o.o„s - - «.o, 5 , - ....... - o 

while (nun < 500) 
( 

nua 

sprti ° 0.0; 

sprrt2 ° 0.0 

sprtj • 0.0 

sprt* ° 0.0 
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sprt 5 » 0.0; 
sprt 5 » 0,0; 
sprt 7 o 0.0; 
dumsprt ° 0.0; 
aln = 0; 

CO 

r.or:r.si.*r.(6sici,6Sig2,vl, v2 It2, 6 seecl, fiseer2) ; 
r.crris:Jt(Ssig2. i$:ci, v3, v<.rti,cv<, 6seec2, sse£C-:i ;■ 
ecrris^TUesigS, 6 sigo, v£, vo,mr,ce, 6 seed£, ssescc J ; 
ciifl * sigi - Sig2; 
dirf2 D sig2 - sig4; 
difi2 » sic£ - sig£; 

sprt (sf.i, gi, thresh, ciff 1, 6sprti, 6dumsrrt) ; 
sprt (sim, g2, tnresa, diif 2. £sprt2, 6<tMS?rt) ; 
spn (sfa,g2, thresh, clii!, 6sprri, edumsprt) ; 

) whilaMsarzi < thrash) 62 <s?rt2 < thresh) 66 (sprtj < cr.rssh) ) ; 
if <(sprti" — thresh) | I (sprt2 thresh) II (s?ct2 threshi) 

{ ? sinrf ("\nsp«l^I£.i=rt2-%Lf.aprt3-*Ii-.spr^i. sprz2 , spr- 2 ) ; 
if (sprtl ~ thresh) 

CO 

if ( (spr- 2 < thresh) 66 {spr-2 > -thresh) ) 

{ nc— s^r.(oSir:, sstr«. v - , v-i.rrJ,?.* , i £ €sc3 , i s ) : 

sp«ls=rrjg:7ir.resr.,cifr2. isprt2 , ££u.-nsprt ) : 

( (scr- 3 < thresh) i6 (sprt2 > -thresh] J 

ncrmsiru 6£ig5, 6aig5,v£, vo,a£,r.a, 6 seed; , 6sa*d6) ; 
diff3 » s-gi - sigS; 

sprt (sfri. g2, thresh, cLH2 , 6 sprt 3 , 6dunsprt ) ; 

) «h"* 1 e ( ( (strr2<thresh) 06 (sprt2>- thresh) ) II 

( isprt3<thrssh) £5 ( sprt2>-chrash) ) ) ; 
else Li (s?rt2 thrash) 

CO 

ii ( (spr .1 < thresh) 6 J (sprti > -thrss.t) ) 

l ncr=Bia(iaigl.fiaig2.vi,v2.=I.si2,6sftecl.ise«c2) ; 
ciiil - sicl - s-c2; 

sprt isia, gi. shrash. dil'I. fisprti. £du.-isprt : ; 

if I (sprt 2 < thresh) So (sprtj > -thresh)) 

( ncrxsi.^(6sigi, 6sic€, v5. v6,nr.rv£, 4secdr, ose^cfi) ; 
diff2 ^ sigS - sig6; 

sprt (s&n. g3, tAZQSh,Cirr2 f 6sprt2, 6dumsprt) ; 

) while (( (strti<thr2shl 66 (sprti>-thresh) ) 1 I 

( (sprt3<thresh) 66 (sprt2>-thresh) ) ) ; 
else ii (sprti °° thresh) 
do 

if Usprt2 < thrash) 66 (sprt 2 > -thresh)) 

l normsim(£sig2, 6sig4, v3, v<t,nu,<a4, 6seed2, fisecdl) ; 
dif* 2 ° sigi - sig<l; 

sprtls£m,g2,thresn,di£;2.fisprt2.6du»sprt) ; 
if* ( (sprti < thxosh) 66 (sprtl > -thresh)) 

l nocasi5i(6sigl, 6sig2, vl, v2, ial,m2, ssaecl, 6seed2) ; 
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jpr.ts^S^ iaroah.d . _ 

, while cn^^jSi^-hSUrM (s- r =--i>-c^«h,n; 

. s'arci. sprt.2, s?ri2) ; 

( 

do 
""l 

E l.^,« !i , ! ." i «:-^-'«''" ,!<! '" ,a " ; 

Li t:cr.5 — thzesn) a Is ° 
else « <*r ',.; 0 ^ i S rrz4, srrt;) ■ 



) 

else 



) wh: 

4 a 



{ 

dc 

if (i-r-J. < thrasn) 
( 

while < ^""VS- 1 

' , ff — 4 °° thresh) alsi - 3; 
princi("\riAlar=i - 

] w w . -chrszr.) So (scrcl °- 

( 

do 

nara3ia(ssi<;3r £2^55' vj * V3 ' 

) whil«((«P"« < thseah) 6c isps. 

t£ (sprzfi < threshi 

"Y 
do 

{ * j irfi m4 # Bio, 6seed4, ofleedS) ; 
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} while (tape--. < thrash) &s (sprt7 > -tnres^j; 
if I sort 7 ~ thresh) aim ° S; 

eisa if (sort 6 — thresh) dim ° 5; 
print f ("\r.strt6«*l£. s?rt7«tlf sprtS, sprt7) ; 
crir.tf ("\nAiarr; - ^",^1 ; 
J 

else ain ° 7; 
if lain «« 1) pi ^ a i-C; 
if (Urn — 2) p2 1.0; 
if (aim ~ 3) p3 ^ 1.0; 
ii (aim ~~ 4) ?4 1.0; 
if (aim — £) o£ 1.0; 
if (aim — 6) pfi 1.0; 
if (aim — 7) p7 ^ 1.0; 
totaim 1; 

) 

1 

1 = ol/totaim; 

- p2/trtal=i; 
i o p2/tataim; 
:H - P 4/totalm; 
:i « pS/totalm; 
:6 - po/total^; 
= 7 ~ o7/totaim; 



-r- 



ntf ( faiarr*., "\Z.Tciricai rrrca«« 

at£ (faiarrr.! ~\a * 7ot2i numaer ci diagr.cstics rur. : *d" , tec air.) 

atf (faiarnw "\n 9 (Alarm I sounded) ° JH!/ ? i! ; 

ntf (falara, "\n P(Aiar= 2 sounded) - U. ,?2>; 

ntilfala— "\n P( Alarm 3 sounced) - <Hf",pj); 

atf (falara, - \n PtAiarr: 4 sounded) » Uf,?'.); 

.st* (£aia=r.. °\n P(Aia— 5 scuncsd) ° %lf\p£); 

,„ nt £ (Salary. "\n ?(Aiarri € ssur.dod) - Uf,po>: 

:rintf {'alarm. °\n P(Alam 7 sounded) - %lr M ,?7); 

:iose (fala— ) ; 



In running this code ::r the nuclear plant czta two thincsneec t= be 
changed when changing cays: tne filename anc the title. The iilena=s 
The filename ta be chanced is at the cs? or the =ciio«inc cede cn tne 
*lrst i'ne of code (DO NCT CHANGZ THI DOCTOR?), the title to be 
chanced is on the 6th line ci code. To use the mean Zcr the current 
day, leave all procedures in as they ars . To use the mean of the 
day ran previously, comment cut the 7-3th linos or code. This will 
cause the means of the data to be road from a file created at the 
last -un - this way ycu car. compere the whole month by using the mean 
of the first day. "Outrut is directed to the file ' sprtip.lst' . lr. 
this ii!o, the results' of the sprt run including longasz sequence of 
"ailuree and total number of decisions for oacft of tha signal pairs 
is output. The signal pairs are cl-c2, c2-c4, c2-cfi, c7-c9, c9-cii, 
and clO-cU. In addition to the cumulative results of the run, the 
•PRT 1 and SP&T2 values at oach data point are also given (to renove 
cbis~£eature", cramant out the ' ?roc print' procedure on the last line 

of the macro) • .. 

Written by Kristin K. Hoyer 



filename sprtfii ' -hoyer/data/f?/sprtvais . 1st' ; 
libname da t lib ' -hoyer/data/ fp' ; 
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cIQ dl cl2 c!3 cl« _i do c!7 



sc moans moan tionciac.v 

v 6 = cl c2 c3 C4 e* — ,5 7 c3 

•^S/S^S-Si.^ 1- .19 «20 -21 .22: 

Lgr.il; sac signal; 
i « 1; . -: . 

di.112 «=• c2-m2- (c 3-ffi3) ; 



Sill =l!2 



5- (cS-ra6) ; 



c7-m7- (c3-md) ; 
eVI-s o c S-»r- IdO-aiO) ; 

« cll-mll-<cl2-«12> •* 
di^S - c l3-«l3-(el4-«14) ; 
d w^a „ ci5-»15- lci6-^iS) : 
- cl7-»I7-(ci9-fll8) ; 
o cI9-slr-lc20-s20) ; 
^T*"^ - c 21-a21-(c22-c*22l ; 
* c ; J *" cifi2 ci-i 

dI2H= eiK12: 

var ciiii- ci--- c — 
signal; sec signal; 



v»i v: vo 



5 vl v8 v;C 



ca -a 



se 
s 



c n> 



si:s2 - 2.5°''2"0.S; 
al=u ° 2 .5°v2"Q 
3 j-4 « 2 .5°v«l»*0-£.* 
sS^5 ° 2.5-vi"0.£; 
srao - 2.S-vfi'*0.5; 
sin7 = 2.5°v7°'0 .V; 
sisifi ° 2.^°v8 t7 ^0 .5; 
s£:a9 ° 2 . 5°vS-'0 . 3 ; 
sirJ.0 » 2.5'v!0**0 



2. i o *f\2 r "°0 



si=l2 - 

?His is the updated, wo.x-ns 

I- orce- to use this (nacre aeve.a- 

sensor -A— ^- _ ^ , .--i „ Sn rename* 



J « o w w w w 



the signals. 



?ho variable rcust bo renamed 
- , r j*** s^sensoc cailure magn. 

&3 follows : y - f*"' S ^ e "L eS hhold limit 
vovarianca . *o change sae * _ Af ._- 
> icr the S«K. change the value cr h 
- wiablo thresh (in the S7RT macrcl t. tne 

desired vaiuo. — — — — — 



macro do2sprt 

g«s£a/v; 

thzsh « 6.5: 

wndw » 50000; 

11 - 11 then do; 

retain faiil 0; retain o. 
EQtaln taill?t 0; 
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retain fisoopt 0; 
rot&in failsac 0; 
retain £10; 
r a tain iZ 0; 
ratain flpt 0; 
retain £2pt 0; 
end; 

rot&in ycl; retain yp2; 

INC1- -G- ( < 5751/2 1 -*.') ; ;:.X2 - -CM (S7U/21-Y) ; 

ijj (ypl>« r.nrah c: ypl< = -cr.rsh) then sir-.l ° :ncl; 

else sprtl ° ypl - inci; 
ii (yp2>° thrsh or yp2<= -thrsh) char* srrt2 » ir.c2; 

alse a?ct2 « yp2 - isc2; 
<rsl « 3 , srz.I;yp2 Q spr*s2; 

17 SrRTi<°-Chrsh ?HDI S?RTl«-chrsr. ; I" SPRT2 <» -thrsh Th^i $cRT2~-thrsh 

:r S?RT1>~ thxsh TEEN S?RTl°thrsh; 

r- c ?5>T 2>° tnrsh THEN 5PRT2 0 thrsh; 

17 (S7RT1 >° thrsn) THIN TRIPH1 - L; 

I™ (5PRT2 >« thrsh) THEN TRIP HI - 1; 

I" (SrRTl <° -c.^rsn) THEM TS.IPS2 - 1; 

17 (SPRT2 <° -thrsh) THEN TRIPK2 t 1: 

ZT (SPRT1 <° -tnrsh) THEN fl = 0: 

r-j: :r (SPrti >« z:--rs-i them oo: 
71- rail: - 1; 
rr (71 - i) teen ?:pt ° _n_; 

tND ; 

I1SZ 00; 

FIPT - ii-ilrt; 
END : " 
17 (SPR72 <° -tars.*.) THIN £2 - 0; 
ZLSZ 17 (SFRT2 >° thrshl THEN DC; 
F2 « *aii2 -r L; 
17 (72-1) THEN F2PT ° _N_; 
END; 

ELSE DO; 

72 - *ai!2; 
F2ct « £aiI2pc; 

END ; 

17 (71 >« FAILSZQ) CP. (F2 >■» fM-SIC) THE: I CC : 
17 (Fl >- F2) THEN DO; 

FAILSZQ - F1;FSEQPT » 71"; END: 

else co.-failsec - 72;-£iqpt " r2pt;ind; 

end ; 

use d0;7ail£eq ♦ 0;7seqpt - 0;eno; 

*j^h « il;£aiI2 q £2; 
faillpt "ilpt;£aiI2pt » f2?t; 
CNT * 1; 

VAL - HOD ( H , vmdw) ; 
17 VM* ° 0~OR ZOF THEN 00; 
FILE PRINT; 
IT (CNT > 0) THEN DO; 

FREQE1 ° TKIPH1 / CNT; 
FREQU2 - TRI?H2 / CNT; 

TOT HI * 7KEQH1;T0TH2 * r7£QH2;T0TC:rr * 1; 

TH1 " T0TH1 / TOTCNT; TH2 - T0T32 / TOTC.rT; 

ADDTRX? « FREQHl^r»EQH2;ADDT«THl*TH2; 

ALPai-T0Tai/(TOTHl+TOTR2l '100.0; BET1 - TCTH2 / (T0Ttl*TCTH2) ; 

POT ' raiPPINC FREQUENCY- WINDOW SIZE: ' CNT/ 

HI TRIPPING mEQUENCT / OBSERVATION <- >F.\ILOTZ> : • FPXQH1/ 
E2 TRIPPING FRXQOENCT / OBSERVATION («>WOSlMAL) : ' FRZCH2/ 
CCMSINED TRIPPING FREQUENCY PER OBSERVATION : ' AODTRIP/ 
LONGEST SEQUENCE OF FAILURE DECISIONS : - ' FAILSEQ/ 

* DATA POINT AT WHICH SEQUENCE FIP^T OCCUKRRED ; ' FSZQPT/ 
PERCENT TIME A FAILURE tSODE SELECTED : ' *L?H1// 
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'I 0; Uii2 - 0;<« 'l?^ ' 0 

un . i --*ch2 Jails ec fsa-rot; 

ircc Mftai mar. nor-n-;; 
cu:?u: cut 



ace end-£0F; 
y 

do2s?rt 



.di£ f3 ; arm- - rru ; v°v3; 



/ 
/ 

•/ 

-/ 
/ 



im& c=c fcurrac; D r C3M? c£:r:0M/MC0NS >-<-C. -ON 

/* SAS COCI rCR TS* r. rsw dita astaq the 

/• Tftw ««o «n»c:uc:a V"':.:;:.. from th« newer spectral 
% hl^st «• Fourier ^ces (c.Icul.c c t- , fl _ hc 

/. SAS library »:uq:.c J-^y ;:. /c in cse » - ' 

/• and elites the ccr.s 2- .II-- va --^i4 c-ce n-^a:. 

/• cks- where is t*« ^50 ? e=ic=s a > 

/- Fi-her Ka?« wh_.zet.s- 0.. c- P 
/• and r.ricu*- <*«;___ a1)W ?oycr 

I- «ec-.:i pracscur- — *-!■-■« 

_ r -„ o s unite*"--' 

-roc _pec_r_ d_C-=c_-i*.^ o„c-c--P« c-e. P 

— c sor- ___--««. o«-te=-.-?ee. ^ ^ remedies / 

bv ceacaaciiaq p_01 U- ; 
cica'ciatlib.fidsac; 

il; - » - 1; /• Use 3 Wishes-. ?sc vzis / 

to i-l"ta 6M-1; /- ac=-SS _sh "ocrier e:t: 

^ow'-co-er * co._01.cc.crr.,. ^ '^-- 8 ^«> 
and; ' /• Fourier curve = power •/ 

end; /" residual - noisa / 

nvin ° mln-1. 0/120.0 j 
noise = sr_wc_- - power: 
keep tain power Sr_wd_t r.c-se. 
output ; 

" -!_tr-? a d55a- SSU.«d.« .«--«•"■•* wh_-.c.« p: 

oroc 3pactr__ caia° wwo.-.-.. 

var noi-se; 
data newpsd; 
set nowpsd; 
p ras » P_01-- 

keep P_- as -= ce I ; 
data datli-a.fispecset: 
»erg^ nevpsd tapec; 
by £req; 

keep troc p.Ol P_ces; 
^umend Courrec ; 
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%m£.cro addran 



.---j--. /* C*t the variance ei the < 
? rsc eaeana data-citiib .fiisac was nope-..-. /b ' SQSiCttai f-acsion •/ 

output out«*york vsr^sigraasq; 
daxa d&tlia.&dse::; 

sec datllb.fidaGt; /^Gfinerate the random can »/ 

sec ever* poine-i; „_ m _. flM ii . ecwer: /'and *dd t= '?cwar V 

croc moor.3 data-cAzii- . ocsat -aaa 
'^KAd addran; 

* m cr a nc r=cs z I r.° x 1 ; 

Th-s «crc teszs c*e ccr^icy of ^.e 
Tn " " ~ r a P *-*~e'e- t^c met -ccs usee 

passed a: a ea.2~e.e-. • * t - e 2 = d 4 r.c 4"h ' 

the D'Acs«ir.a Pearscn cos. — "* 



data tvork; 

set datlii.fidsat; c^ ew nes* fcurtssia sti ncsrir.t; 

p:C c ma&na daii°:vc:x n r.mas s/ewnes. 

output euc-etits r.-ti ewr> e s ==s ~ !c_- - - s _ _ - m , 

/* cctacuzs zix stow ccr.tribution t. —e tas- ^ 
/- a«ersia« t= -Jie --=hr. 3 on Sa «ppr=x^-c. 

csca sIcdw; 

£L? ?^;^--ioi° ] ^n r v • . • «»*«> > 

hsct - -1-0 * (2.0Mte«2 - 1.0l»"0.«: 
deles ° 1.0/(0.3"ieg(w«qr))"0.S.- 

alpha = (2.0/l«ser - "V,;L h ...,- ha) <» l .0) »°0 .2) ; 

-xaqrbl ° 

koep xacrSl sk: 

Q,ccasdi-"g co cho Anscareoe anc ^-y |ltl>e 
data kurc; 

"= "'Si' ••»/ 1 (»-« • l»-3l 1 1 : 

Lu^;.s^•u•ss«■<•« i '>•r ,, ' ,, •' M,, * ,, ' ,, * ,, 

/(nMn-25Mn-3>)»"0-5.- 2 ,„ 0 ..,. 

» - «.0*«.0/b,MM2.0/bow * ix.o*j.o/ b«« - 

(1.0-2.0/al/(X.O»if(2-0/«»-»- 0 " «•-'< 
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t'Cctaa < 0.0) - hon d - J 

t « - / {2.0/ (9.0'a)) ow 0.5; 



kses xsrzb2 3c; 
cutput; 



C hi scu^re with 2 degrees ci freecc- V 
/« Gat tfcst atatis-i-. ~" 

iiie print; 

marge skew. Icurt; 

ksor ° xscrsl - xsqrsz: 

alpha - P= aSachi( S ,CE= i:: X U. u i M ior ' -&*"// 
cut '0 Agostino Pearscr. rssults -or 

'Kurtcsis 0 ' Jt// 
'Teat value ' Stser// 
'A^oha ° * alpha; . 

? „c uKariace d«i-<U--lii.ie«* aosa.-. 

var fix; 

nonntst; ^ 



%mac" runs ir^r ) ; 



/ 

/° aurccrrre 

/ 

/ 



4 '«ns' cmc or chs van^Ie r w= decade -/ 



' s mac:: oericrss & ' runs *u "J"*--- . "Checxir.r tor w / 

Autscsrreiatior. ... ae, ^ , iirarv u:;^ / 
iibrsi - 'c*t-is . »«« ^.. 8ac , Biaw 'esse' °' 



da.ta null; 
file print; 

sec end^eof; Gee negative and positive re: 

if fir-, then gats aiss; /w ftf . d m; . 5S ing values. 

pr«fir>-0; 
np-^pr; 

nnT(l-?r) ; . . 

i* pr ne Lag(?-> cr.er. ru..s - i. 
-u^s: ii oor then do; ^ ^ 

put ' ' ' runs// 

'Number o£ Runs /7 

'*ab« of Negative , 

' number of Positive Residuals 
/' Calculate the X Statistic ' 

ta^^n-np/ (nn-mp) (nn+r.r-1) ° inn+no) "2) ) ; 

zp« (ruM-u-.S) /a;pF-probaa«a(s?» ; 

sn « <runs-u- . 5 ) / s ^^^•'"^^"U - cn ' / 
put 'Test for positive autoes— e-ac-cn 

'Tost for negative autocorrelation / 
'%m * sn 'prcb > 1° f P n; 
end; 
%mend suns; 



.5 



$ include macros; 
$let ds Gt Q reconsl 4; 
<lilet rawdat^cli; 
Slot spccsot^psdll; 

%fourrec 
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%no=atst(x - 4rawdat) 

;SSf21irS«i».*d« t nomine; 

vax firtwdax; the residuals needed •/ 

ou^pu- cut-tvorlc mear.-rau; /lr £=r . he 'sign' tteczc •/ 

data; 

set data.idaec; 

sec tworit pomc-i; 
r» fir audit - «u; 
res-naiae; 
Veep r rsa; 
output ; 
%runa (r-r) 
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Listing of the SPRTEXPT.S File 



aoooaoooooooooe 



^oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo-oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooaoo 

S?RT_Experc Procedure 

30ao oooooooaaooo,oooooaoaooooaaoaooooo 



aooooooaooooaooo ooo 



; SPRT Expert Procedure 
(define <SPRT_Expert> 

.... HecrievaOat* Procedure ^ Thi - g^^^SS?™ Splints" 

'» fE^^ESSi. Ifr^cursive. ic decree* HLina* until 
;; from tne * - ond-of-file is reached during Che data re- 

5SSl"SS?ii£"etafaSrT! SdJdto Che end of the list recused by 
I/, che ^ocedu^e. Tha procedure returns che NLines read as a Use. 
'(define RacrieveData 

(lambda (NLineo DacaFile) ^.r^ui 
(l*c ( (CurrentLine (read-line DacaFile))) 
(if (eof-object? CurrentLine) 
CurrencLino 

li£ iffie 1 (SS-U-ti.c (string- lisc'^urrencLine) > ) 
cons Chars-to-List (serine- list CurrencLine) 

(Becrieveaata (- Klines 1) Dacafile) ) ) ) ) 



Road next line in DacaFile 
If eof reached, recum ecc 
character. 

If Nlines read, recum null. 



) ) 



rs„«- co-List Procedure - This internal procedure recursively converts a 
" SST;I SJ'LSS^S contain embedded 0 and 1 characters into a list 
I'; of o f anTl c Any other character than a 0 or 1 is ignorea. 
(define Chars-to-List 

(lambda (Chars) -if end of list, return null. 

cons 1 (Chars-co-List (cdr Chars ) 
(alse (Chars-co-List (cdr Chars))) > ) ) 

•• set -Use- Procedure - This internal procedure marches a list element by 

(define Eof-List? 
(lambda (Lac) 

(if (eof-object? Let) 

(if (null? Lat) 

(Eof-List? (car Lac) ) ) ) ) ) 



If the current object is the eaf 
character, then rocurn trua. 
tg the list is null, 
return false. 



LiarririonedSPMs Procedure - This internal procedure proceaoea the Lst 

£S P £S I paflTthrough che aain do loop. Each element of the 
of SPRT data for a ge£ a J^j| ^ independent group of SPRTo. Each 
list ~"^ hn ^f^ ^cenaad^y^he internal FindSPRTa procedure, 
^^eturnt a liSc VSSw tAore each number raprsants tha SPRTs 
^nafha^lppai . aqual to 1). Thus if the following Lot of 
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SPRTs is passed Co FindSPRTs: (0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1], it would return the 
;; following liot: (2 5 Q] . 
(define ListTrippedSPRTo • 

Main body of ListTrippedSPRTo 

This p roc ion of the procedure passes each element o£ SPRT List to 
FindSPRTs and returns a list of the results from FindSPRTs. 
(lambda (SPRT List) 
(if (null? SPRT List) 
() 

(cons (FindSPRTs (car SPRT List) 1) 

(ListTrippedSPRTs (cdr SPRT_List) ) ) ) ) ) 

FindSPRTs internal procedure : 
(define FindSPRTs 
(lambda (Lst X) 

(cond ((null? Lst) ()) ; Return null if end of Lst is reached 

Ueq? (car Lst) 1) ; If SPRT is tripped, 

(cons X " ; add number to output list. 

(FindSPRTs (cdr Lst) (r X 1) ) ) ) 

(else ; If SPRT has not tricoed, ionore . 

(FindSPRTs (cdr Lst) U I l) ) ) ) ) ) 



DisplayGroup internal procedure: 
;; This procedure displays the input data for oach SPRT croup, 
(define DisplayGroup 
. (lambda (GroupData Count) 

(if (null? (car GroupData) ) 

() ; Return null ac end of GroupData list, 

(begin 

(newline) (display SPRT Group § ) (display Count) (newline) 
(display contains ) (display (caar GroupData) ) (display ) 
(display (caddar GroupData) ) 
(if (eq? (caar GroupData) 1) 

(display industrial device ) 

(display industrial devices ) ) 
(newline) (display with ) (display (cadar GroupData) ) 
(display ) (display (car (edddar GroupData) ) } 
(if (eq? (cadar GroupData) 1) 

(display redundant sensor. ) 

(display redundant sensors . ) ) 
(newline) 

(DisplayGrcup (cdr GroupData) (* l Count)) ) ) ) ) 

;; Main body of the SPRT Expert Procedure. 

First, intialixe local variables, 
(let ( (NSPRT_Groups 0) (NDeviceGroups 0) (NVariables 0) 

(NDevices 0) (WSensors 0) (Count 0) 

(DHame ) (VKame ) 

(InputFile ) (XnoutPort ) 

(GroupData ()) (SPRT_Data ()) ) 

;; Print program title, 
(newline) (newline) (newline) 

(display SPRT Expert System Simulation Program ) 

(newline) (nowline) (newline) 

;; Query user for numb or of device groups to be analyzed, 
(display Enter the number of device groups - ) 
(set! HDeviceGroups (string- number (read-line) e d) ) 

;; Start do loop to input data for each device group. 
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(do < (I 1 <+.I 1>> ) ^ i 

( ( NDevicoGroups I) 3c > 

Body oe do loop, 
(newline) (new lino) 

(display " 

(newline) 

• • Query user Cor device group names . 
/AioSlav DEVICE NAME: ) (newline) 

(dlsplS Eater the name of device group number ) (display I) 

(display - ) 

(sect DName (read-line)) 

^ eW Qut-/ user for the number of independent devices in the group. 
fAicmlAV DEVICE NUMBER: ) (newline) 

display Enter the number o£ devices in the ) (display DName) 

(newline) (display device group - ) 

(set! NDevices (string- number (reaa-line) e d) ) 

^ QW ^utr^ user for number of physical variables in device croup. 

(display PHYSICAL VARIABLE NUMBER: ) (newline) 

disolav Enter the number of physical variables in the ) 

display DName) (newline) (display device group - ) 

(set! NVariables (string- number (read-line) e d) ) 

;; Start do loop to inpuc data for each device/physical variable 

; ; gTOUO . 

(do ( (J 1 {♦ J 1) ) ) 
( ( NVariables J) St J 

; ; Body of do loop . 

(newline) . L , 

J; Query user for physical variable names. 

(display PHYSICAL VARIABLE NAME: ) (newline) 

(display Enter the name of physical variable number ) 

(display J) (newline) 

(display of the ) (display DName) 

(display device group - ) 
(set' VName (read-line)) 

^ eW Queri use- for the number of redundant sensors in the group, 
(disolav SENSOR NUMBER : ) (newline) 

(display Enter the number of redundant sensors for the 

(display VName) (newline) nv} , , 

(display physical variable in the ) (display DName} 

(display device group - J 

(set! NSensors (string- number (read- line) e d) ) 

; ; Increment the number of SPRT groups . 
(set! NSPRT_Groups (* NSPRTJSroups 1) ) 

;; Add SPRT group input data to the GroupData list, 
(sat l GrouoDaca (cons 

(list NDevices NSensors DName VName) 



GroupData) ) ) ) 

Reverse the order of the GroupData list so that it will be consistent 
with the SPRT data, 
(set! GroupData (reverse GroupData) ) 

;; Display SPRT network data. 

(newline) (newline) ^ ++++++ ^ ) 

(display **" r 
(newline) (newline) 
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(display The number of SPRT Groups in the simulation is ) 
(display NSPRT_Groups) (display . ) (newline) 

;; Call DisplayGroup to display the input variables for each SPRT group. 
(DisplayGroup GroupData 1) 
( newline ) ( new 1 ine ) 

(display j 
( ne w 1 ine ) ( newl ine ) 

Query user for the name of the data file that contains the SPRT data, 
(display Enter filename for SPRT data ) 
(set! Input File (read-line)) 

Open SPRT data file, 
(set! InputPort (open- input -file XnputFile)) 

Enter main do loop, which retrieves all of the SPRT data written at 
a timestep. For each timestep of the SPRT program, a number of lines 
of data are written to the data file. Each line contains the SPRT 
data (0 o and 1 oj for an independent group of SPRTs. Tha number of 
lines written during each timestep thus equals NS?RT_G roups . 
(do ( (InputData (RetrieveData NSPRT_Groups InputPort) " 
(RetrieveData NS?RT~Groups InputPort) } ) 
( (Sof-tist? InputData) (newlineT (newline) 
(display End of ) (display InputFile) 

(display reached S?RT_Expert terminates. ) (newline) ) 
Main body of the do loop. 

Uodate count, which counts the sets of SPRT data written to the 
file. 

(set! count (<► count 1)} 

; ; Convert the SPRT data for this pass through the loop to a list of 
;; tripped SPRTs [i.e., SPRT ° 1}. 
(set! SPRT_Data (ListTrippedSPRTs InputData)) 
(newline) ~ 

(display ) 

(newline) (newline) 

(display Analyzing SPRT data set number ) (display count) 
(newline) (newline) 

Call the SPRT data analysis procedure. This procedure analyses 
the list of tripped SPRTs. Each element in the list consists of a 
list of tripped SPRTs. There are NS?RT_Groups elements in the 
list - one for each corresponding group"of independent SPRTs. 
(Analyze GroupData SPRT_Data 1) 

; ; Pause the screen so that the user can read the results for the 
; ; current block of data. 

(display Hit the enter key to analyze the next ) 

(display block of data ) (newline) (read-line) (newline) ) ) ) 

End of SPRT_Expert Procedure 

aaooooaoooaoaooaooDDOoooDooooaooQOaooooooooooooooociooooaaQOoooooooDaoooaoo * 
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Analyze Procedure 



o^oooooooaaooooaoaooooaDOooooaoaoooooooaooooaaoooooooaaoocooaooooooooooooooo 

Analyze Procedure - This procedure contains the logic rules for the 
SPRT Expert System Simulation program, 

(define (Analyze GroupList SPRT_List GroupCount) 

AnalvxeGroup procedure - This internal procedure controls the flow of 
SaTdlta Analysis. It is passed the input data and the list or trapped 
IprTs for a group of independent SPRTs . Depending upon the numner of 
devlces in the group, AnalyzeGroup calls a procedure «mch perrorms the 
actual analysis of the data, 
(define AnalyzaGroup 

^GroupTT (display Counc) (display : > (newline, 
i 5 i t*r,% tmr inoutsl i) ; The number of devices is 1. 

(CODd (if (null? SPRTs) I Xf no SPRTs have tripped, 

(b tdisolay No SPRTs have tripped. ) (newline) (newline) 

O ) ; return null. 

(SingleDevice (cdr Inputs) SPRTs) ) ) _ 
(tea* (car Inouts) 2) ; The numoer of cevices is 2. 

(If* (null? SPRTs) ; Xf no SPRTs have tnppea, 

^Idisolay No SPRTs have tripped. ) (newline) (newline) 

0 } ; return null. 

(DualDevice (cdr Inputs) SPRTs) > ) . ^ 

, v ; The numner or devices ° 3. 

(if (null? SPRTs) ; Xf no SPRTs have tripped. 

(b 1di«slav No SPRTS have tripped. ) (newline) (newline) 
. j * ; return null . 

(MultipleDevics Inputs SPRTs) ) ) ) ) ) 

. ■ singleDevice procedure - This procedure contains the logic for the 
; '; analysis of a SPRT group which has 1 device, 
(define SingleDevice 

(l^da Ji at PU^ac : ^Da«) iabie3 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

list and the number of tripped SPRTs. 
(let ( (NSensors (car InputDaca) ) 
(DName (cadr inputData) ) 
(VName (caddr InputData) ) 
(NSPRTs (length SPRT_Data) ) ) 
,-; The logic depends upon the number of tripped SPRTs . 
(cond (( o NSPRTs 3) 3 or ^ spRTs ^ cripped First write 

'•' measaga showing current device and pnysical variable. 
iSSSS T^JSffiWW , (display DKa.e, 

HS^HSaLors? 1 ^! If.aU of the sensors failed. 

basin <• thl3 ■•«»»•• 

(diaplav All ) (display HSSRTs) 

(display SPRTs have tripped ) J 

(begin • or ' wrice this « e3aa S e - 
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(display These J (display NSPRTs) (display of the ) 
(display NSensors) (display SPRTs have trinped - ) 
(newline) 

(DisplaySPRTs 1 MSenaors SPRT_Data) ) ) 
; ; We conclude that the device has""f ailed, 
(newline) (display 000 THE J (display DNameJ 
(display DEVICE HAS FAILED ) (newline) 

(newline) ) 

( (eq? NSPRTs 2) 

;; In this case, 2 SPRTs have tripped. First write 

;; message a ho wing current device and physical variable. 

(display For the ) (display VName) 

(display physical variable o£ the ) .(display DName) 
(display device: ) (newline) 
;; List the tripped SPRTs. 

(display These 2 of the ) (display NSensors) 

(display SPRTo have tripped - ) (newline) 

(DisplaySPRTs 1 NSensors SPRT_Dat&) (newline) 

;; Next, determine if a sensor or the device baa failed. 

(c=nd ((eq? (car SPRT_Data) (- (cadr SPRT Data) 1)) 

; ; We can conclude that a sensor Has failed, because 
the tripped SPRTs are next to each other. 

(display worj SENSOR NUMBER A ) 

(display (cadr SPRT Data)) (display HAS FAILED °™ ) 

(newline J (newline) T 
((and (eq? (car SPRT Daca) 1) 

(eq? (cadr SPRT_Data) NSensors)) 

; ; We can conclude that the first sensor has failed, 

;; because the first and last SPRTs have triooed. 

(display SENSOR NUMBER Al HAS FAILED ***") 

(newline) (nevline) ) 
(else 

;; We can conclude that the device has failed, since 
;; the tripped SPRTs are not adjacent. 
(diSDlay TEE ) (display DName) 

(display DEVICE HAS FAILED ) (newline) 

(newline) ) ) ) 

( (eq? NSPRTs 1) 

;; In this case, 1 SPRT has tripped. This is due either to 
;; a early indication of a sensor or device failure, or to 
; ; a spurious SPRT trip. We conclude a possible failure, 
(display For the ) (display VName) 

(display physical variable of the ) (display DNaroe) 
(display device: ) (newline) 
(display One SPRT has tripped - ) 
(DisplaySPRTs 1 NSensors SPRT Data) (newline) 
(display THE ) (display~DName) (display DEVICE, ) 

(if (eq? (car SPRT_Data) NSensors) 
(begin 

(display SENSOR NUMBER Al, ) (newline) 
(display OR SENSOR NUMBER A ) 

(display NSensors) (display MAY BE FAILING ) 
(newline) (newline] ) 
(begin 

(display SENSOR NUMBER A ) (display (car S?RT_Data) ) 

(display , ) (newline) 

(display OR SENSOR NUMBER A ) 

(display («■ (car SPRT Data) 1)) 

(display MAY BE FAILING ) 

(newline) (newline) ))))))) 
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DualDevice procedure - This procedure contains the logic for the 
• analysis of a SPRT group which has 2 devices, 
define DualDevice 
(lambda (InputData SPRT_Data) 

First use temporary variables to extract the data from the InputData 
list and the number of tripped SPRTs. 
(let ( (NSensors (car InputDataJ ) 
(DName (cadr InputData) ) 
(VName (caddr XnputData) ) 
(NSPRTs (length SPRT_Daca) ) ) 
The logic depends upon the number of tripped SPRTs. 
(cond ( ( o MSPRTs 3) 

;; In this case, 3 or more SPRTs have tripped. First write 
;; message showing current device and physical variable, 
(display For the ) (display VName) 

(display physical variable of the ) (display DName) 
(display devices: ) (newline) 

(if (ec? MSPRTs (° NSensors 2) ) ; If all of the censors failed, 
(begin ; write this message, 

(display All ) (display NSPRTs) 

(display SPRTs have tripped ) ) 
(begin" ; or, write this message. 

(display These ) (display NSPRTs) (display " of the ) 

(displav (» NSensors 2)1 

(display SPRTs have tripped - ) (newline) 
(DisplaySPRTs 2 NSensors SPRT_Data) ) ) 
;; We conclude that the device has~f ai led . 

(newline) (disolay 000 ONE OR EOTH OF THE ) (display DName) 
(display DEVICES HAVE FAILED ) (newline) 

(newline) ) 

((ea? NSPRTs 2) 

In this case, 2 SPRTs have tripped. First write 
message showing current device and physical variable, 
(disolay For the ) (display VName) 

(display physical variable of the ) (display DName) 
(display devices: ) (newline) 
;; List the cricoed SPRTs. 

(disolav These 2* of the ) (display (* NSensors 2)) 
(disolay SPRTs have tripped - ) (newline) 
(DisnlaySPRTs 2 NSensors SPRT_Data) (newline) 
;; Next, determine if a sensor or the device has failed, 
(cond (<eq? (car SPRT_Data) (- (cadr S?RT_Daca) 1)) 

;; We can conclude that a sensor has failed, because 

;; the tripped SPRTs are next to each other. 

(display SENSOR NUMBER * ) 

(if (even? (car SPRT_Daca) ) 
(begin 

(disolay B ) 

(display (* (/ (car SPRT_Data) 2) 1) ) ) 
(begin 

(display A ) 

(display {* (quotient (car SPRT_Data) 2) 1)) ) ) 
(display HAS FAILED 000 ) 
(newline) (newline) ) 
((and (eq? (car SPRT Data) 1) 

(eq? (cadr SPRT_Data) (° NSensors 2))) 
; ; Wq can conclude that the first sensor of the second 
; ; device has failed, because the first and last SPRTs 
; ; have tripped . 

(display °w SENSOR NUMBER Bl KAS FAILED °™ ) 
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(newline) (newline) J 
(else 

; ; Ha can conclude that the device has failed, since 

the tripped SPRTs are not adjacent, 
(display ««« ONE OR BOTH OF THE ) 

(display DName) (display DEVICES HAVE FAILED ) 
{newline) (nev/line) ) ) ) 

((eq? NSPRTs 1) 

In this case, 1 SPRT has tripped. This is due either to 
a early indication of a sensor or device failure, or to 
a spurious SPRT trip. We conclude a possible failure, 
(display For the ) (display VName) 

(display physical variable of the ) (display DName) 
(display devices; ) (newline) 
(display One SPRT has tripped * ) 
(DisplaySPRTs 2 HSensors SPRT_Data) (newline) 
(display ONE OR BOTH OF THE ) (display DName) 

(display DEVICES, ) (net/line) 
(if (eq? (car SPRTJData) (* NSensors 2)) 
(begin " 

(display SENSOR NUMBER A ) (display NSeasors) 

(display , OR SENSOR NUMBER 31 MAY BE FAILING ) 
(newline) (nev/line) ) 
(begin 

(disolay SENSOR NUMBER A ) 

(if (even? (car SPRTJData) ) 
(begin " 

(disDlay (/ (car SPRT Data) 2)) 
(display OR SENSOR NUMBER B ) 
(disnlay (* (/ (car SPRT Data) 2) 1)) 
(display MAY BE FAILING ) ) 

, (begin 

(display (? (quotient (car SPRT Data) 2) 1}) 
(display- OR "s ENS OR NUMBER B )" 
(display (♦ (quotient (car SPRT Data) 2) 1)) 
(display MAY EE FAILING )~) ) 

(newline) (newline) ))))))) 



; ; Mul tipleDe vice procedure - This procedure contains the logic for the 

analysis of a SPRT group which has 3 or more devices, 
(define MultipleDevice 

(lambda (Input Data SPRT_Data) 

; ; First use temporary variables to extract the data from the InputData 
list, the number of tripped SPRTs , the names of the tripped SPRTs , 
and the list of tripped SPRTs for the last device, and two temporary 
variables for the main do loop in the procedure. 
(let w ( (NDevices (car InputData)) 
(NSensors (cadr InputData)) 
(DName (caddr InputData) ) 
(VName (cadddr InputData) ) 
(NSPRTs (length SPRT_Data) ) 

(DeviceList (NaraeTrippedSPRTs NDevices S?RT_Data)) 
(PreviouaDevice (car (reverse DeviceList)))" 
(CurrencDevice 0 ) 
(NextDevice ()) ) 
; ; The logic depends upon the number of tripped SPRTs . 
(cond ((eq? NSPRTs (° NSensors NDevices)) 

In this case, all of the SPRTs have tripped. First write 
;; a message showing current the device and physical variable, 
(display For the ) (display VName) 
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(display physical variable at the ) (display DName} 
(display devices: ) (nawline) 

displav All ) (display NSPRTs) 

disoiav SPRTs have cripped J . (newUne) 

disnlav 000 ALL ) (display NDevices) (display OF THE J 
(display DNamaVtdisplay OEVXCZS HAVE FAILED — ) 
(aewline) (nawline) ) 

(( ^n^hia' ease 1 or more of Che SPRTs have cripped. So we 
•I' 2cS£LTK'aiy device or aensors have failed. First 

•jSyffinl'.iSaaW » (display D M a We > 
(disolay devices: J (newline) ..... , „ fc . 

(displav These > (display HSPRTs) (cisplay of the ) 

Stl?JayS?RTs SevtcL NsILors SPRT_Daca) (newline) 
• A do loop is used Co seep chrough Che la.se of names of 
" t-^ned SPRTs. For each device, we can determine if the 
hviH has failed, may be failing, or if one of its sensors 
oas or mty bt ialiingT The do list steps from cev.ee 1 to 



;; NDevices. , , . . . ■ , n 

(do ( (SubList DeviceList (car SubL-suj 
( (null? SubLict) (newline) ) 

Fi^ci resefLe temporary variables which contain 
I') the list o£ tripped SPRTs for the current ana next 
; ; devices . . . t 

(set' CurrentDevice (car SubLis t) ) . , „. _ 

" if^-hisis the last pass through the go loop, then 
•I'! current device -is number NDevices and the next aevace 

ITthe first device [i.e.". device numner X] . 
(if (null? (cdr SubList)) . 

• (set! NextDevice (car Devxcelast) 

(see' NextDevice (cadr SubList) ) ) . - 

• . ihe logtc defends upon the number of trippec SPRTs for 
' ' the current and next devices . 

(cend ( (and (not (null? CirrencOevice ) 
1 /not (null? NextDevice)) ) 

;; in this case, the current device and the next 

' - device contain tripped SPRTs. 

;; Next we check to see if the tripped SPRTs 

isroly a sensor has failed, 
(if (and (ea? (length CurrentDevice) 1) 
(eq? (lengch NextDevice) 1) 
(eq? (cadar CurrentDevice) 
(cadar NextDevice) ) ) 
In this case, the current and next devices 
contain 1 tripped SPRT and the sensor num- 
bers of the SPRTs are the same, 
(if t<ac? HSensors 1) 

• •"if the devices contain only 1 sensor, 
\\ then either the device or sensor has 

failed, 
(begin 

(display 000 DEVICE NUMBER ) 
(display (caar NextDevice) ) 
(display OF THE ) (display DName) 
(display DEVICES, ) (newline) 



) 
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) 



(display OR SENSOR NUMBER 

(display (caar NextDevice) ) 
(display (cadar CurrentDevice) ) 
(display HAS FAILED ™* ) (newline) ) 
The devices contain ©ore than 1 sensor. 
He can conclude a sensor has failed. 



(begin 
(display 
(display 
(display 
(display 



000 SENSOR NUMBER ) 
(caar NextDevice) ) 
(cadar CurrencDovice) ) 
HAS FAILED 000 ) (newliae) ) ) 
In this case more chan 1 SPRT in cither of 
the devices has tripped, thereforo we can 
conclude that the device has Sailed, 
(begin 

(display *™ DEVICE NUMBER ) 
(display {caar NextDevice) ) 
(display OF THE } (display DNarae) 
(display DEVICES HAS FAILED <>™ ) 
(newline) ) ) ) 
Next ue check to see if the current device 
contains tripped SPRTs whila the previous and 
next devices don t. 
{ (and ( (length CurrencDevice) 0) 

(eq? (length PreviousDevice) OJ 
(eq? (length NextDevice) 0) ) 
If only one SPRT has tripped, then we can t 
conclude a failure, only that failure of the 
current device or a sensor is possible, 
(if (eq? (length CurrentDevice) 1} 
(begin 

(display DEVICE NUMBER ) 

(display (caar CurrentDevice) ) 
(display OR DEVICE NUMBER ) 
(display (caddar CurrentDevice) ) 
(display OF THE ) (display DName) 
(display DEVICES, ) (newline) 
(display SENSOR NUMBER ) 

(display (caar CurrentDevice) ) 
(display (cadar CurrentDevice) } 
(display , OR SENSOR NUMBER ) 
(display (caddar CurrentDevice) ) 
(display (cadar CurrentDevice) ) 
(display MAY BE FAILING ) (newline) ) 
In this case, aore than 1 SPRT in the 
current device has tripped. Therefore we 
can conclude that the current or the next 
device has failed, 
(begin 
(display 
(display 
(display 
(display 
(display 
(newline) 

(disolay DEVICES HAS FAILED ) 

(newliae) ) ) ) ) 
;; The last step is to update the PreviousDevice variable, 
(sot! PreviousDevice CurrentDevice) )))))> 



DEVICE NUMBER ) 
(caar CurrentDevice)) 
OR DEVICE NUMBER ) 
(caddar CurrentDevice)} 
OF THE ) (display DName) 



NameTrippedSPRTs procedure - This internal procedure takes a list of 
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--oM ssRTs and converts each number o£ che trippad SPRT into the SPRT 
tripped SPRTs ana con e ^ corresp onding SPRT name for tripped SPRT ll . 
^Jr^t'ia a list of NDevs elemencs. Each of the elements contains 
III name of t"ipoed SPRTs for the corresponding device number (e.g.. the 
5 2 ^Lnc contains the n»-°° of the tripped SPRTs for device Cl . If 
™ SSSS^rTdavie. have tripped, then the corresponding ele- 

ment Is ?hi. "rocdup. is applied only to device groups that 

i , contain 3 or more devices . 
(define MameTrippedSPRTs 
(lambda (NDevs SPRT List) 
7r Create local list to store output data. 

(leC VdT^ooo is'used to acre through each of the devices, from 

LSceTto d^v!ce OTevs". The loop variable. XDev. is the current 
;; device Dumber. 

(d ° 1 ! ID ^ev S U XDSr(riler 3 e DevList) ) ; Reverse order of output. 

(sec! DevL *" . following unnamed function to each of the 

'''' elements in SPRT List. Any null elements are removed 
from the list returned by map. Finally, the returnee 
list is added to DevList. 

(C °£emovaNull ; Call function to remove nulls. 

( "1lambda (SPRT) ; Unnamed internal function 

(i* tea*' (modulo SPRT NDevs) (mooulo IDev NDevs)) 
che current element in SPRT_ List is a 
• • multiple of IDev, Chen: 
(if (ec'' (modulo SPRT NDevs) 0) 

; ; " In this case the devices in the SPRT axe 
device A. and device NDevs. 

^ S . C Return list containing: letter re£- 
ering to first device in the SPRT, 
(ascii- symbol («■ NDevs 64)) 
;; number ref ering to the sensor, 
(Quotient SPRT NDevs) 
;/ the letter of the second device, 

'a 

and che sensor number again, 
(quotient SPRT NDevs) ) 
;; *Eise, 

11 Return list containing: letter ref- 
)• ering to first device in the SPRT, 
(ascii- symbol H)ev 64)) 
;; number ref ering to the sensor, 
(+ (quotient SPRT NDevs) X) 
;; the letter of the second device, 
(ascii- symbol («■ IDev 65)) 
; ; and the sensor number again. 
(«- (quotient SPRT NDevs) 1) ) ) ) ) 

SPRT List ) ) 
. . Add result from RemoveKull to DevLisc. 

DevList )))))) 

; ; RemoveKull procedure - This internal procedure recursively removes the 
; ; null Qloments from an input list [Lst] . 
(define RemoveNull 
(lambda (Lac) 
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(if (null? Lst) 
0 

(if (null? (car Let) ) 

(RemoveNull (cdr Lsc) ) 
(const (car Lsc) 

(RemovoNull (cdr Lac) ) 



) ) 



If and of Lst is reached, 
return null. 

If 1st element in Lac is null, 

ignore it. 
Else odd lac element Co oucauc. 
) ) ) 



; ; DisplaySPRTs Procedure - This internal procedure oucputs the names of 
;; the" tripped SPRTs in Lst. For each tripped SPRT listed in Lst, the pro- 
;; cedure determines the name (e.g., Al-A2,"or Al-Bl] of the SPRT and 
; ; writes it to the screen, 
(define DisplaySPRTs 

(lambda (NDovo NSons Lst) 

(cond {(null? t&t) #t) ; Lst is empty, don c do anything, 

((eq? NDevs 1) ; Case for single device SPRT. 

(if (eq? (car Lst) NSens) 
(begin 

;; In this case, the last SPRT [AN-A1] has tripoed. 
(display A ) (display NSens) (display -Al ) 
;; Display tripod SPRTs in the remainder of the list. 
(DisplaySPRTs NDevs NSens (cdr Lst)) J 
(begin 

;; SPRT number AX-AX^l , where X is the firsc number in 
;; the list, has tripped. 

(display A ) (display (car Use) ) (display -A ) 
(display (+ (car Lst) 1)) (display ) 
;; Display tripped SPRTs in the remainder of the list. 
(DisplaySPRTs NDevs NSens (cdr Lst)) ) ) ) 
( (eq? NDevs* 2) ; Case for dual device SPRT. 

(if (eq? (car Lst) (° NSens 2)) 
(begin 

;; In this case, the last SPRT (AN-B1] has tripped, 
(display A ) (display NSens) (display -Bl ) 
; ; Display tripoed SPRTs in the remainder of the list. 
(DisplaySPRTs NDevs NSens (cdr Lst)) ) 
(begin 

(display A ) 
(if (even? (car Lst) ) 
(begin 

;; SPRT number AX-3X+1, where X is the firsc number 
;; in che list divided by 2, has tripoed. 
(disolay (/ (car Lst) 2)) (disolay -B* ) 
(display {+ (/ (car Lst) 2) D) ) 
(begin 

;; SPRT number AX-BX, where X is . 5 + the first num- 
;; ber in the list divided by 2, has tripped, 
(display (+ (quotient (car Lst) 2) 1) ) 
(display -B ) 

(display (+ (quotient (car Lst) 2) 1)) ) ) 
(display ) 

;; Display tripped SPRTs in the remainder of the list. 
(DisplaySPRTs NDevs NSens (cdr Lst)) ) ) ) 
(else ; Case for multiple device SPRT . 

(if (eq? (modulo (car Lst) NDevs) 0) 

; ; If che tripped SPRT is a multiple of the number of 
;; devices, then the SPRT number is NX-AX, where N is the 
;; number of devices, and X is the sensor number, 
(begin 

;; Latter representing device N. 
(display (ascii- symbol (* NDevs 64))) 
;; Number of the sensor. 



WO 97/14105 



55 



PCMJS96/16092 



(display (quociont (car Let) NDqvs)) 
; ; Latter representing device A. 
(display "-A") 
;; Kutnbar of the sensor, 
(display (quotient (car Lst) NDevs)) ) 
(begin , , , 

; ; Xf the tripped SPRT is not a multiple of the number of 
;; devices, then the number of the first device is givan 

by the remainder of SPRT/NDevs . 
• ; Latter representing first device in tripped SPRT. 
(display (aocii->symbol («■ (modulo (car Let) NDevs) 64))) 
;; Number of the censor. " 
(display (* (quotient (car Lst) NDevs) 1)) 
(display °-°) 

;; Letter representing second device in tripped SPRT, 
(display ( as cii-> symbol (* (modulo (car Lst) NDevs) 65))) 
;; Number of the sensor. 

(display (<■ (quotient (car Lst) NDevs) 1) ) ) ) 
(display ° °) 

;; Display tripped SPRTs in the remainder of the list. 
(DisplaySPRTs NDevs NSens (cdr Lst) ) ) ) ) ) 



;; Main body of Analyze procedure. 

; • The Analyze procedure is passed input data and tripped SPRT data super 
;• lists. Each element of these lists contains the input data and list of 
;• tripped SPRTs for a corresponding group of independent SPRTs. This por- 
; * tion of che procedure is a control routine which each element of the 
;\ suner lists to the AnalyzeGroup procedure. 

(if (null? SPRT List) ; Quit if end cf list is reached. 

St 

(becxin 

(AnalyzeGrouD (car GroupList) ; Analyze 1st a lament of the lists, 
(car SPRT_List) 
GroupCount) 

(Analyze (cdr GroupList) ; Analyze remainder of the lists, 

(cdr SPRT_Liat) 
(«. 1 GroupCount) ) ) ) ) 



End of the Analyze procedure. 

oanoooooooooonDOOOOOOoaoooaooooooooaooooooooooo^ /" 
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What Is Claimed Is: 

1 . A method of testing both an industrial process and a sensor for determining fault 
conditions therein, comprising the steps of: 

determining automatically, using computer means, a configuration of a minim um 
number of sensor pairs needed to test the industrial process and the sensor for state of 
operation; 

operating at least a first and second sensor to form at least one sensor pair to 
redundantly detect at least one physical variable of the industrial process to provide a first 
signal from said first sensor and a second signal from said second sensor, each said signal 
being characteristic of the one physical variable; 

obtaining a difference function characteristic of the arithmetic difference pairwise 
between said first signal and said second signal at each of a plurality of different times of 
sensing the one physical variable; 

obtaining a frequency domain transformation of said first difference function to 
procure Fourier coefficients corresponding to Fourier frequencies; 

generating a composite function over time domain using the Fourier coefficients; 

obtaining a residual function over time by determining the arithmetic difference 
between the difference function and the composite function, the residual function being 
substantially free of serially correlated noise; 

operating on the residual function using the computer means for performing a 
statistical analysis technique to determine whether an alarm condition is present in at least 
one of the industrial process and the sensor, the residual function including white noise 
characteristics of an uncorrelated function of reduced skewness relative to the difference 
function and being input to the statistical analysis technique; and 

said at least one sensor pair providing alarm information to an operator of the 
industrial process allowing modification of at least one of the industrial process and said at 
least first and second sensor when an alarm condition is detected. 
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2. The method described is Claim 1 wherein said computer means comprises an artificial 
intelligence system. 

3. The method as defined in Claim 1 wherein the residual function comprises reduced 
Markov dependent noise. 

4. The method as defined in Claim 1 wherein the industrial process comprises at least 
one of a chemical process, a mechanical process and an electrical operational process. 

5. The method as defined in Claim 1 wherein the step of obtaining Fourier coefficients 
comprise iteratively determining the minimum number of Fourier harmonics able to generate 
the composite function, 

6. The method as defined in Claim 1 further including at least one of the steps of 
modifying the industrial process or changing the sensor responsive to the alarm condition. 

7. A method of testing both an industrial process and a sensor for determining fault 
conditions therein, comprising the steps of: 

determining, using computer means, a configuration of a minimum number of sensor 
pair signals needed to characterize the industrial process and the sensor state of operation; 

operating at least a first sensor to detect at least one physical variable of the industrial 
process to provide a real signal from said first sensor; 

generating an artificial signal characteristic of the one physical variable; 

forming a sensor pair signal from said real signal and said artificial signal; 

obtaining a difference function characteristic of the difference pairwise between said 
real signal and said artificial signal at each of a plurality of different times of sensing the one 
physical variable; 

obtaining a frequency domain transformation of said difference function; 
generating a composite function over a time domain; 
. obtaining a residual function over time by determining the difference between the 
frequency transformed difference function and the composite function; 
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operating on the residual function using the computer means for performing a 
statistical analysis technique to determine whether an alarm condition is present in at least 
one of the industrial process and the first sensor, the residual function including white noise 
characteristics of an uncorrelated signal of reduced skewness relative to the difference 
function and being input to the statistical analysis technique; and 

said first sensor providing alarm information to an operator of the industrial process 
allowing modification of at least one of the industrial process and the first sensor when an 
alarm condition is detected. 

8. The method as defined in Claim 7 wherein the step of obtaining a frequency domain 
transformation comprises performing a Fourier transformation. 

9. The method as defined in Claim 7 wherein the steps of obtaining a composite function 
over time comprises performing an auto regressive moving average analysis. 

10. The method as defined in Claim 7 further including the step of determining a 
difference function for both the artificial signal and the real signal, as well as a separate pair 
of real signals. 

11. The method as defined in Claim 7 wherein the residual function comprises reduced 
Markov dependent noise. 

12. The method as defined in Claim 8 wherein the step of obtaining a frequency domain 
transformation comprises obtaining Fourier coefficients iteratively to determine the 
minimum number of Fourier harmonics able to generate the composite function. 

13. A system for automatically configuring sensors for testing both an industrial process 
and a sensor for determining a fault condition therein, comprising: 

computer means for automatically configuring a minimum number of sensor pair 
signals needed to characterize the industrial process and the sensor state of operation; 

at least a first sensor to detect at least one physical variable of the industrial process 
to provide a first signal from said first sensor; 
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first means for generating a second sensor signal for comparison with said first signal 

from said first sensor; 

second means for determining a difference function characteristic of the arithmetic 
difference pairwise between said first signal and said second signal at each of a plurality of 
different times of sensing the one physical variable; 

third means for obtaining a residual function over time by means for determining the 
arithmetic difference between the difference function and the composite function, the 
residual function including white noise characteristics of an uncorrelated signal of reduced 
skewness; 

fourth means for operating on the residual function, said fourth means including the 
computer means for executing a computer program for performing a statistical analysis 
technique and for determining whether an alarm condition is present in at least one of the 
industrial process and the sensor and with said second means, said third means, and said 
fourth means cooperatively providing a function comprised of said white noise 
characteristics of uncorrelated signal of reduced skewness relative to the difference function 
as an input to the statistical analysis technique; and 

means for providing information allowing modification of at least one of the industrial 
process and the sensor when an alarm condition is detected. 

14. The system as defined in Claim 13 further including means for obtaining a frequency 
domain transformation of said difference function. 

15. The system as defined in Claim 13 wherein said computer means comprises an 
artificial intelligence system. 

16. The system as defined in Claim 13 wherein said means for generating a second signal 
comprises the computer means for executing a computer program. 

17. The system as defined in Claim 16 wherein the computer program includes an 
autoregressive moving average procedure. 
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18. The system as defined in Claim 13 wherein the system includes at least one pair of 
sensors for detecting each of the physical variables. 

19. The system as defined in Claim 13 wherein said computer means executes a computer 
program including a statistical probability ratio test on the residual function. 

20. The system as defined in Claim 13 further including means for changing at least one 
of the industrial process and substituting another sensor for a defective sensor. 
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